 PB#t 88-34

Oakwood Commercial
- Center
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OAKWOOD COMMERCIAL CENTER - SITE PLAN (88-34)

"Mr. Ross Winglcvitz of Tectonic came befdre_the Board representing
‘this proposal.

Mr. winglovitz: I have a cony of the estimate for the site work and
public improvements for the Board. That was also sent to Mark Edsall
for his review and approval. I think the last time when this came to
the Board, one of the remaining questions was Orange County Department
of Planning approval and I believe that has been done and was sub-
mitted to the Board from Orange County Devartment of Planning and
approved.

Mr. Rones: Is that in the file, Mr. Chairman, can we just confirm:
that we have received Orange County Planning Devartment letter.

There is a form from the Orange County Planning Department dated
March 27th, 1989 in the file regarding the application of K&K Manage-
ment, Oakwood Commercial Center site plan on Route 94 and Peter
Garrison, the Commissioner, states the retention of the existing
stonewall is commendable and a connection between the Commercial
Center varking lot and the adjacent Cappichioni property should be
considered. Otherwise, the matter is approved as far as the Orange
County Department of Planning and Development is concerned. .

Mr. Winglovitz: I feel it would create a weird traffic pattern 'ﬁ)
within the development itself with to many access. -

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I am against that and I will tell you why because
coming out of Cappichioni Real Estate, the sight distance is very
limited because you have the sharp bend just below that.

Mr. McCarville: If you joined them back here they could go out this
way and I'd have better sight distance at this intersection.

Mr. Soukup: You can't join them in the front, you might want to in
the back. You can't do it in the front because it is to close to
his entrance because you have peopnle trying to get in his lot with
people coming out so it would have to be in the back of the nroposed
building in order to get distance away from the entrance. If there
is no way to do it then we forget about it.

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: I don't think it is a good idea.

Mr. Pagano: It doesn't specify whv he wants it, just like an off-
hand comment and if he gave us some more detail what he is trying

to get at, I could understand it, a connection between the Commercial
Center parking lot and the adjacent Cappichioni property should be
considered but not why. I don't understand the method of his thinking.

Mr. Winglovitz: If the Board has no furtherrcomments, I'd like to
ask for site plan approval. We have been through this.

Mr. Rones: Was there a revision of the sidewalks to concrete, is
that noted on the plan.
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‘Mr. Winglovitz: I belleve S0, - yes, it is typlcal detail that the

sidewalks are concrete.

Mr. Babcock: Possibly we'Should be looking at the plan that is in
our file. o -

Mr. Rones: The plan on the Board says 4 foot wide concrete sidewalk.

Mr. Babcdck: That is the plan that the gentlman walked in with to-

Mr. Soukup: The one on file I have here is what revision date.
Mr. Rones: 3/8/89. |

Mr. $oukpp: Mine is 2/16.

Mr. VanLeéuwen: Mine shows 4 foot naveé sidewalk.

Mr. Soukup: Right, that is revision #6.

Mr. Winqlo?itz? That was one of the comments from the enqineer.

Mr. Pagano: e are talking about rev151on 6 at this p01nt of the map
as submitted tonight. - :

Mr. VanLeeuwen: 3/8/89, that is the last revision. It shows paved 4
foot paved sidewalk. It does not show concrete sidewalk.

Mr. Rones: It does show concrete.

Mr. McCarville: Just as Mr. Garrison recommended a change with a
connection to the property next door, that could not be accomplished
with this plan because you'd lose two parking spaces. They exceed
by one space the requirement. The map that we had from the 20 exceedec
bv two so there is one less spmace on this map here.

Mr. Winglovitz: We moved the existing dumpster also.

Mr. McCarville: To make room for the dumpster, we lost a space.

What we are seeing is a viece of oprooerty that is overdevelooed. We
can't put sidewalks because they don't fit, we don't want to destroy
the wall, they can't put sidewalks in front of the wall because there
is utilities vet you can build Manhattan with subway cars running
underneath. I don't understand why vou can't put a sidewalk with
utilities under it.

Mr. Jones: This is not Manhattan it's New Windsor.‘
Mr. McCarville: There is a 95% development rate.

Mr. Winglovitz:. The town code states building area and we meet the
requirements as stated by the town farbuilding area.
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Mr. McCarville: That will soon be changed.

Mr. Rones: It seems that all of the notes on this map which says it
is the #6 revision are not the same as the one that is on the board
here. That has the same revision date unless there is a latter one
because this says 4 foot wide concrete sidewalk.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: And mine savs 4 foot wide paved sidewalk.
Mr. Winglovitz: That revision should have been changed.

Mr. Rones: That map up on the board has the revision but even though
you have got the same revision date on this plan here it is not the
same one. I don't know what yours show.

Mr. Winglovitz: That was submitted 10 days ago and that revision was
nrobably made when we made un the site costs and estimate for the
site work. That should be revised.

Mr. Rones: That .is a revision that is not noted.

Mr. Soukup: Simple solution to that is to make any approvals subject
to the engineer's letter and confirmation before the map is signed.

Mr. Rones: The other comment of Mark is that there should be a 12 .
inch diameter CMP storm drainage and I note that also appears on the
plan that is un on the board. I don't know what it shows on the one
that is on your table. Mark's comments on handled on there then the
rest has to do-- :

Mr. VanLeeuwen: What about the site for the dumpster. What is that
going to look like. It is going to be concrete block.

Mr. Soukup: It says enclosure with cover. That is pretty much what
we asked for. The other thing that this should be subject to is that
the building elevation presented to us is subject to part of this
aporoval also even though it is not part of these drawings, the
building elevation nresented at the last meeting which showed similar
facade front and back is a subject to of this amproval and thlS
drawing in not part of this set.

Mr. Pagano: e have got one drawing here and one here. This is one
of the things that is always disturbing and waste of our time. We
have got other people on the agenda today and we have got here a
sort of incomplete map. We have a discrepancy and I don't think

the Board, I think it is impossible for the Board at this time, this
is my opinion, to do a job on this. I just can't see how we can do
it.

Mr. Winglovitz: The map is not incomplete, lacking of two comments
that have been revised on the new map that can be given approval
subject to those two comments.

Mr. Pagano: I leave it to the Board whether they want to continue
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: There is one thing I want to do, the drawing what
he showed what the building is going to look like, I want that
vart of this town map and stays in the Town Hall as approved.

Mr. Winglovitz: That was never requested prior and usually is not
part of a submission for site plan annroval.

‘Mr. Rones: We did have quite a bit of discussion about that eleva-
tion at the last meeting. We spent a great deal of time on it.

Mr. Soukup: Your associate was here and made a special effort to
bring it back revised and in conformance with our field trip so.
this project could prcceed to the level that we are at now.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: You want a vote on this tonight, is that what you
want. .

Mr. Winglovitz: 1I'd like to have a f1na1 conditional abpproval
pendlnq the engineer's comments and I mean what reasons do we have,
major reasons.A

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I don't think you were here three meetings ago or
two meetings ago when I said that I would like to see the rendering
7 of the building attached to the plan and that is the way they are
ri’ going to be presented and that has not been done.

Mr. Winglovitz: Three meetings I was here and the last two it was
my associate Don.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: That is where I stand. I want it as part of it.
Mr. "inglovitz: That can be put in with the building permit issuance.
Mr. VanLeeuwen: No. We have been tricked to many times.

Mr. Rones: We don't want a misunderstanding about what we are
avorovindg.

Mr. McCarville: The very first time this thing came in in its draft
form, I made a recommendation that this driveway be put through to
the lot next door on the verv first vlan and it is not like that
just came up tonight.

Mr. Winglovitz: You stated that there is no parking area in the
back of the Cappichioni proverty. We can't make Mr. Cappichioni
provide a drive~thru there in the back of his property at his cost.

Mr. McCarville: No, just leave a space for the future development
if so desired, less traffic coming out on the curb and more in the
} intersection where it belongs.

Mr. Pagano: Well, it is up to the Board. Do you want to make a
motion. Where do we want to go from here.

-15~
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: I want to see the map completed and corrected and
then I will vote yes. I also want to see what I have asked for in
the beginning, okay, I want to see a rendering of the building
attached to that map as part of the map and I want to see it go in
the file that way. That is my--if I don't see that I will not vote

"yes.

Mr.'@iﬁqloVitéz When I was heré in October, I brought the map of

the elevation. It was snubbed and not reviewed. It could have been
addressed to me at that time and it wasn't.

Mr. McCarville: I make a motion that we approve the Oakwood
Commercial Site Plan 88-34 Route 94.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I will second it.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. Jones i No C -

Mr. Soukuo . No, not without the subject to's, I have to vote no.
Mr. McCarville ‘No

Mr. VanLeeuwen No

Mr. Pagano . No

Mr. Rones: One thing that I would like to do is to put the matter B
of Oakwood Commercial Center on the next month's agenda for the
adoption of written findings of fact with respect to the denial so

we can provide the applicant with written findings of fact in

~accordance with the requirements.

—-1K—



1
o

.




“ T 1
. 0 1
- 1 " i
n I
-t - " )
n 1t
" 1l " i
" " 1"
Ll “ " H
&5 it
3 " “
[
1
- '
. . | .
[ 1
N 1 |
|
. 1 -
Ll
“ “
. | 1"
I . n " n
| e | 1
P . i 1"
1 ] "
0 w I “ i
| 1 1
1 " " 1
1 i 1l
1 . " “ "
1
1 N
—“\ “ - 3
G [RY) : 1 n
i = . ' "
Lead 1 Ll ] 0"
-] [ N 1 o n -
. [] | «
" i n
t "
- 1 n .
| I
"
" " wm e o “
LY uTh -y (]
H . .
b e o
. M
tad
o - “
"L
el .
. EXA)
.
!
T - -
\
. ' .
1
t - . "
1
1 -
" ' ~
. el o “
] d
“ —t s
o [
“ "
“ “
-
" -
e . w
_mhm - "
s
" “
{ .-
! .
Ld . .
s :
Lo -
=
“ " -
.«
' . - i "
. . .
.
e - .
o .o (el
5] . "

e




FILE HISTORY

DATE FILE OPENED: £ ~/f-£8 A PLANNING BOARD NUMBER £F£-3¢
COPY OF PLANS GIVEN TO:  DATE 'DATE RETURNED
MARK EDSALL B

FIRE INSPECTOR
WATER DEPARTMENT
HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT
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OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BcAiéD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

. 555 Union Avenue
New Wnndsor New York 12550
(914) 565-8800

April 27, 1989

NN21975

Tectonlc Englneerlng Consultants, pP.C.
P.O. Box 447
Highland Mills, New:York 10930

RE: Oakwood Commercial Center Site
Plan: New Windsor 88-34

Gentlemen:
The site plan presented to the April 12, 1989 meeting of the
Board was denied W1thout prejudice to renewal for the follow1ng

reasons:

1. There was a discrepancy between 2 site plan maps with the
same revision dates but each containing different notes.

2. There was no provision for an R.O.W. for possible future
access from the adjoining parcel. (a reserved strip)

3. The agreed bulldlng elevations were not 1ncorporated 1nto
the site plan. ,

If you and the applicant are disposed to resolving the above,
please contact the building inspector to be placed on the next
available agenda.

urs,

Very fruly

BY:

JOSEPH 6. RONES ,
Planning Board Attorney
JPR:mb .

cc: P.B. Chairman-
Michael Babcock

R 26 N8
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OAKWOOD COMMERCIAL CENTER - SITE PLAN (88-34)

Mr. Ross'Winglovitz from Tectonic came before the Board representing
this proposal.

Mr. Winglovitz: We are seeking site plan approval. The site is now
a vacant lot with some stumps and a vine and a stonewall.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Who owns the property?

Mr. Winglowvitz: Cline, Mr. Cline.

Mr. Scheible: In our files, it says Leon Cline.

Mr. Rones: On the plan it says the record is Cappichioni. Probably
he is in contract. . ‘

Mr. Jones: Are you leaving the stonewall?
Mr. Winglovitz: Yes. 7
Mr. Scheible: And, the use for the building.

Mr. Winglovitz: It is going to be commercial, most likely retail
and office space whichever he finds suitable.

Mr. Scheible: There is no set building that is going to come into
this, no set business or anything like that.

Mr. Winglovitz: No.

-27-
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Mr. Babcock: It is in a neighborhood commercial zone. One of Mark's

comments here, it has to be labeled with some--what is the permitted

use. We have to know, we have to know that one of the multiple uses
is a permitted use, retail office or get out the NC Table and choose.

.

Mr. Winglovitz: Okay.

Mr. Rones: Just have the zoning listed on plan in your bulk require-
ments. Indicate that it is for the NC Zone.

Mr. Winglovitz: No problem. Mark had a comment whether it was NC
Zoned or was not because of the confusion there is alot of different
zones cutting through the same area. He was telling me, I believe,
and I tried to get a hold of the town zoning map but it happens that
the:gais,no town zoning map. It is being changed.

-Mr. Scheible: Bobby Rogers found it acceptable.

Mr. Jones: Number one, there is no building on there.

Mr. McCarville: Looking .at this, you have a road coming out almost
directly across from this property on Ceasars Lane and you have Oak-
wood Terrace here to the south on.the opposite side you have the
convenience store, to this side you have Paul's Office with a drive-
way coming out and as Ron said, it is 130 feet from the proposed
driveway to Oakwood Terrace. This whole thing should come in and
off of Oakwood Terrace without anything off 94.

Mr. Lander: It is a town road.

Mr. Winglovitz: This is more acceptable to the fire department with
two entrances.

Mr. McCarville: You will have two, one coming in and one . coming out.
Mr. VanLeeuwen: We have no control over that.

Mr. McCarville: We have control over approving or disapproving a
plan.

Mr. Lander: If you were going to do something, make it an entrance
only. Make the whole thing, should be on Oakwood Terrace.

Mr. McCarville: We are going to need a handicapped plan and screening
to the rear to Oakwood Terrace Corporation if you look at this, the
whole thing is blacktopped. Every inch is either blacktop or building
and again, I am wondering if we are not trying to squeeze to much onto
a lot. You have about a 22 square feet of area there which would have
no grass, nothing here but blacktop. It is overdeveloped. The whole
thing is overdeveloped. I still don't like this coming out onto 94.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Two or three foot around the edge of the building
leaves something for planters.

Mr. Scheible: You didn't submit a landscaping plan?

. =-28-



Mr. Winglovitz: No. It is going to be typical office building with
entrance in the front.

Mr. McCarville: It is going to be brick or metal?

Mr. Scheible: Your plans are quite vagque here. There is quite alot
missing. Your next step is to come back into this Board with a more
detailed plan and note, I would make a few notes. We'd like to see

a landscaping plan. I'd like to see a--

Mr. Winglovitz: 1I'd like one of Mark's comments. One of them was

how many parking spaces is adequate and I found out that we are more
than adequate with the retail floor space used. We only need 30
spaces and we have 42 so I'd like to take out that back row of parking
spaces. A

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think you cughﬁ to leave that in there but what I'd
like to see around the building is a sidewalk plantings around the
building.

Mr. Winglovitz: I will have to confer with the fire department be-
cause they wanted the 30 foot setback.

Mr. Scheible: What you have done you have put as large a building
as possible and eliminated all the little niceties that we like to
see. Now, you are going to have to move all the little niceties,
the sidewalk and the landscaping and so forth and you are going to
end up shrinking your building. That is what is going to have to
happen. We just can't throw a building in there and take off and
leave that it would look like-~-we have to live with it. You come
from Highland Mills. You are not going to see it as much as we do.
We look at it day in and day out and we have to live with it and we
want something that we can be proud of looking at.

Mr. Winglovitz: Major points are landscaping and reducing develop-
ment of the lot.

Mr. Scheible: Exactly by doing things that we are requesting, you
are going to have to reduce the size of the building.

Mr. Schiefer: What about the access on Route 94. Give some thought
about what you think about putting both entrances and exits on B
Oakwood Terrace.

Mr. Babcock: I know on other projects that we have seen on retail

or whatever its been, we like to see a rear entrance for loading

and deliveries so that we don't have trucks and tractor trailers in
the front.

Mr. Winglovitz: There is a storage area.

Mr. Lander: Show us where all the entry doors are for deliveries.

-29-
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Mr.

McCarville: I am still not at all pleased with the side of the

building and the amount of the building you are developing with the

building and blacktop.

have to shrink that down.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Being that there was no further business to come before the Board a

Scheible: I think he understands that.

‘Babcock: Is that a useable second-story?

Winglovitz: That is up to the architect.
Babcock: Have you seen the bﬁilding plans?
Winglovitz: No. ‘

Scheible: Thank you

motion was made by Mr. VanLeeuwen to adjourn the October 12th, 1988

" meeting of the Town of. New Windsor Planning Board seconded by
Mr'

Jones and approved by the Board.

Respectfully submitted,

FRANCES SULLIVAN
‘Stenographer
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD MEETING

JANUARY 11, 1989

MEMBERS PRESENT: CARL SCHIEFER, CHAIRMAN
RON LANDER
DAN MC CARVILLE
LAWRENCE JONES
HENRY VAN LEEUWEN
JOHN PAGANO

ALSO PRESENT: JOSEPH RONES, ESQ., PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY
MARK EDSALL, -P.E,, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER
MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING INSPECTOR

ABSENT: VINCENT SOUKUP

Mr. Schiefer called the regular meeting to order.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Being that we have notreceived the last month's
minutes in time to approve them, we will put them on hold until
next month's meeting.

Mr, Ross Winglovitz,came before the Board representing .this proposal.

Mr, Winglovitz: What we are proposing here is a roughly 7,000 square
foot commercial center. It is commercial and office space/retail
space on the corner of Route 94 and OQOakwood Terrace in the Town of
New Windsor, Right now, it is a vacant lot existing stonewall in
front. We'd like to leave that there, putting up a nice colonial
building, wood siding to fit into the atmosphere of the surrounding
area, ©So, it is roughly an acre property in the Town of New Windsor.
Does anybody have any questions. I'd like to field any questlons

at this time regarding the facility,

Mr, Schiefer- Before the public speaks, stand up and state your
name for the record.

Mr. Matthews: I am a resident of Oakwood Terrace. The entrance and
exit onto Oakwood Terrace. is. already .a very busy area, it could be a
detriment to the people living in this area. 1I'd like to see that
closed off and the shrubs continued around that corner.
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Mr. Winglovitz: One primary concern here is emergency access to the
facility from two different points.

Mr., Matthews: It still would be one entrance and one exit, whether
it be emergency or otherwise. How you could define that as emergency
and not let people go in amdout.

Mr. Winglovitz: I am not saying it is just going to be used for
emergency purposes. What I am saying is in an emergency, they like
to have two entrances to a facility.

Mr. Matthews: When you say they, who do you mean.
Mr. Winglovitz: Fire department, police department, ambulance corps.

Mr, Matthews: Where we live, there is only one entrance and exit
right there but that is a very very busy area right there.

Mr. Winglovitz: That is going to be more of a secondary entrance
than the front.

Mr, Matthews: We already have a bad area there. It is very bad.

Mr. Winglovitz: It was approved by the New York State Department of
Transportation as to where it is located. All the road cuts and
everything., I feel your traffic flow in that area is not going to
be that~high. Most of the people who are going to be using it are
the people in Oakwood Terrace. Most people will be entering through
Route 94 entrance.

Mr. Matthews: Would there be any action taken on this project to-
night. )

Mr. Schiefer: No. This is strictly a public hearing. We will get
- the public's input then we will assess that accordingly and then take
action.

Mr, Matthews:  If we con get a petition together, we can go ahead
and do that, right.

Mr. Schiefer; Sure, Any other comments.

Mr. John Halls: I am also from Oakwood Terrace. I'd like to add to
what Mr. Matthews said. Oakwood is elderly people. Their reflexes
are not like they were 20 or 30 years ago. Coming out of Oakwood,
‘our exit is 2 or 3 feet from the proposed exit from your proposed
building and there is no way anbody's reflex, even young people, will
be able to control that. In addition to this, there is a commercial
building across the street on Oakwood Terrace. The only parking area
for those people there make it necessary for them to back into
Oakwood Terrace. It is already a congested area. You are going to
add to it even if there is a half dozen cars every three days you are
asking for trouble. If cars are allowed to come out of there in addi-
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tion cars coming off 94 are not that far away from that area and when
they come off 94, cars are going to be backing up, coming out of
there, coming out of QOakwood. I think you are assking for a problem.

Mr. Winglovitz: I'd hope you wouldn't have great velocity, the
people driving won't have to much of a velocity on their car when
you are only 2 or 3 feet away.

Mr. Halls: Have you been driving a car lately?
Mr. Winglovitz: Yes.

Mr. Halls:; People drive quickly.

Mr. Schiefer: 1Is there approval from DOT?

Mr. Winglovitz: I submitted one in the plans.

Mr. Halls: May I ask when this was submitted to the Department of
Transportation.

Mr. Winglovitz: The date is on there, I believe.

Mr. Schiefer: The Department of Transportation, their approval is
dated, submitted 6-15-88 date signed by- the DOT.

Mr. Halls: Well, the traffic pattern thare has changed since then.

There is a video store that is in that building that is the one that
I mentioned that the cars keep coming back so whatever the decision

the Department of Transportation made, it is not the same situation

today.

Mr. Winglovitz: That is when the plans were submiﬁted. When were
they approved., .

Mr. Schiefer: Date signed by the DOT 6-15. Here is a later date,
no, it is the same one. It is June 22nd, 1988.

Mr. Halls: That is before the problem existed.

Mr. Schiefer: Are there any other questions or comments on this
proposal. : i

Mr. Paul Cappichioni: Oakwood Terrace has two outlets. If they pre-
fer, they can go out the end of Oakwood Térrace and make a left on

St. Ann Drive. They have more sight distance and it is really not

out of their way. You have over 500 feet of sight distance on both
sides. I am going to say and this piece of property, this was offered
to Oakwood Terrace for accessibility and they declined it a year ago
so I think that Mr. Chris Berg (phonetic) and some of the people in-
volved had that opportunity but now they are worried about the fact
that there is more traffic. Personally, I don't think there is more

because it is an emergency outlet. It is human nature not to go down
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the street and make a turn in the back of a strip mall when thev can
come in the front entrance. I think people are possibly being over-
whelmed by this.

Mr. Rod Wells: I have to agree with Mr. Marshall. We have the
property directly across the street on the side street, Oakwood
Terrace, the traffic pattern from the housing development in the
back of that area to the west of that property coming down St. Ann's
Drive into Oakwood Terrace would cause a congested problem. People
coming out of Oakwood that live at the end of Oakwood are not going
to go to the other end of the parking lot to exit the facility to
turn around and drive 300 feet back towards the highway. The other
thing that I am concerned with that entrance to the development is _
the fact that our building faces that area and we would be looking,
our front windows would be looking down what would end up their
garbage row. All the dumpsters and accumulation of debris from the’
office would be in the back of the building and that driveway would
cause a clear line of vision from our office right down their dumpster
row. I'd like to sce it either the exit moved to the front--

Mr. Schiefer: The second exit moved to the front.

Mr. Wells: Have the front exit split so they have two off the front,
come in one and out the other, that would both, would then be avail-
able for emergency, whether they were -one way or not. I think it
would make a smoother traffic pattern for the whole area. I don'te -
know if the Department of Transportation is concerned with the side
street problems. I think their main approval is for the state high-
ways, is it not.

Mr. Winglovitz: 1I'm sure they take both into consideration because
of the traffic pattern.

Mr, Wells: I think their main consideration because if you have a
side street, you don't need their approval. .

Mr. Winglovitz: They take both into account. The dumpster pad is
located in the very back corner, sheltered by trees on both sides.
It is not going to be right behind the building itself.

Mr. Wells: You have an office with rear doors, they're going to put
the debris in the back. We are going to look down the end of their
garbage row. It is the nature of those strip malls.

Mr,., Halls: I think Mr, Cappichioni's remark about Oakwood Terrace
being offered that property has no bearing on this case but just to
set the record straight, I happen to be the treasurer of Oakwood.

We just weren't in a financial position to buy it. But, I don't see
how it bears anything on this.

Mr. Cappichioni: I have told Oakwood about their garbage and their

dumpsters which have been going all over my field and their tenants
or homeowners have been parking property on my property and further-

-4~
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more, Mr. Wells' building was once a bar, probably was in the police
blotter every 24 hours, had far more traffic years ago than it does
today. You are all forgetting about the past. Things are far
better than they used to be.

Dr. Cliff Toback: I disagree with Paul. I am part owner of the
building. I am also on the Board at Oakwood. I know how these
people drive out. I know how my patients drive out after having
foot surgery in the office or the hospital and when you have a cast
on or certain shoes, you take things slowly and I know the problem
we are having now with the people pulling out of Oakwood because
the people at Oakwood are geriatrics. Sometimes, I can walk across
the street two or three times before they make the turn. Now, with
the video store, I think you are going to have a major problem with.
people backing out, of the people coming out of Oakwood and having the
emergency exit, Also, it was a bar-5, 6, 10 years ago. It has no
bearing. .

Mr. Schiefer: That is irrelevant.

Dr. Toback: So far, I have heard two things about the past hére.
We are making sure that the future is no problem.

Mr, Winglovitz: It seems to me the major concern is people backing
out from the video store into the people caming out from Oakwood.

I think people coming out from Oakwood are going to be going straight
out,

Dr, Toback: You are talking about where you are pulling out, being
directly across and you are only looking at--I don't know what the
side of the road is, how can a car backing out and going forward be
able to turn at the same way, especially if it is a garbage or
delivery truck pulling out the same way.

Mr, Wells: We look out our window and we watch near misses. You
are suggesting putting another traffic flow right in the middle of
what we witness on a daily basis as a problem. You can hypothesize
all day long it is not going to be a problem and people are going
to have time to see and 3 feet isn't a problem, doesn't matter. We
witness the problem, now you add to that, you are going to increase
the problem, ’ o

Mr. Jones: You created the problems when you came in here but you
don't want nobody else to create any, is that the way it is.

Mr., Cappichioni: Dr, Toback's office was originally directly across
the street, less than 75 feet away. I can't imagine people that are
bandaged accelerating more or less since he was across the street.
He moved to this side of the street. I find his comment totally in-
valid because of the chance his patients may be taking under duress
regardless of their age.

Mr. Schiefer: I hear alot of comments about the video store. Let
me ask the building inspector a question. 1Is that a legal store?
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Mr. Babcock: To my knowledge its got a building permit. I don't
know whether the C.0.'s been issued off-hand.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: If there is a change of use, there used to be a
beauty shop in there now. If that changed to a video store, I don't
know, it never came to this Board for a change of use and I don't
think it came to the Zoning Board of -Appeals for a change of use.
So, I'd say until we look into it, it might be there illegally.

Mr. Rones: 1If it went from service to retail, I don't know what
the C.0. on the building is for. So, I couldn't say.

Mr. Schiefer: Wwe will look into that, the legality of that video
store because everybody seems to comment that was the original cause
of the problems.

Dr. Toback: We have no problem with the building. We are looking
at the safety factors here of maybe moving the exit somewhere else.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: He is there and he don't want anybody else to go
in there.

Dr. Toback: Excuse me, I don't understand what you are saying.

Mr, VanlLeeuwen: You are already there and you are objecting to
somebody else there.

Dr. Toback: We have no problem with the building. We are just
looking at the safety factor. '

Mr. Wells: We don't want the driveway directly across from our
traffic, people coming out of the parking.

Dr. Toback: We are trying to save accidents and hassles.
Mr, Jones: .Can you show us one better.
Mr, Wells: Moving that one closer to 94.

Mr. Jones: You are.taking all the driveways in front of the property.
They got permission from the DOT. We don't control the driveways. ;

Mr,., VanlLeeuwen: The DOT told them where to put the exit.

Mr. Wells: He probably submitted a proposed one and they said it
was all right.

Mr. Schiefer: We don't design that, where the outlets are. We have
had them changed again and again. What I'm really hearing from you
is you are really not opposed to the stores as much as the exit.

Mr. Wells: I'd like to see the people, the people who are going to
come there will see our business. It is going to be better than a
vacant lot. There is probably going to be stores there that I can
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patronize. I don't want to see the increased traffic and I don't
want to look down the garbage lane.

Mr. Cappichioni: 1I'd be willing to volunteer on the garbage end of
it, fortunately, in my contract with these people, I have required,

I think 12, 15 foot hemlock trees so if you want, I don't care if you
want to move the dumpsters over on my end. I can care less. Doesn't
matter to me but T would rather see is that I have two encroaching
dumpsters from Oakwood and I have addressed this and I am also a
landowner in Oakwood Terrace, nobody is more sensitive to their needs
but they can address this problem but their garbage is blowing all
over my building for years and that is a problem. I have rats,
garbage all over the place. I am sick and tired of it. I am sick
and tired of finding all their used garbage.

Mr. McCarville: To get off that entire subject, I have some concerns
with the overall density. I don't know if you have a figure of the
total density of the lot. It would appear it is within 90% coverage
between the building itself, the sidewalks and blacktop and it doesn't
leave an awful lot ~f room for landscaping, very similar to what we
looked at recently on 207 in the plan where there is approximately

5 foot strip for hemlocks and absolutely nothing else. There is no
seeded area. There is just the perimeter shrubs.

Mr. Winglovitz: Natural stonewall existing stonewall in front and -
seeded drainage ditch, swale out front-

€ v
Y&

‘Mr., McCarville: This is all in the right-of-way.
Mr. Winglovitz: Seeded swale, all in front.

Mr. Schiefer: We will go down and take a look at this and see what
it really looks like, We will put it on a site visit.

Mr. Winglovitz: These entrances and exits were worked out by the
fire company of your town and the:DOT as to the safety specs.

Mr. Schiefer: We have very little to say where the entrance and
exits go. Those are the two departments, if they don't like it, they
will veto it, ‘

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I make a motion we close the public hearing. We
will take it up for consideration at a_later time.

Mr. McCarville: I will second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville - Aye
Mr. Vanleeuven - Aye
Mr. Lander Aye
Mr. Pagano Aye
Mr. Jones Aye
Mr. Schiefer Aye



. ¢ .
.~ ‘e l

e | : 1-11-89

Mr. Rones: In view of the public hearing, Mr. Edsall had made a
suggestion in his comments that the Board assume lead agency status
for the SEQR review process and this would be a good time as any to
do that.

Mr. Jones: I'll make a motion that the Planning Board of the Town
- of New Windsor assume lead agency status for the SEQR review process
with regard to Oakwood Commerical Center Site Plan 88-34.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I'll second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville ' Aye
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye
Mr. Lander Aye
Mr. Pagano Aye
Mr. Jones Aye
Mr. Schiefer Aye
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RICHARD D. MCGOEY, P.E.
WILUIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

pe
MCGOEY, HAUSER ans EDSALL | ——
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. New Jersey and Pennsylvania

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

“OWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

PROJECT NAME: Oakwood Commercial Center Site Plan

FROJECT LLOCATION: Route 24 (Near Oakwood Terrace)
FROJECT NUMBER: 88-34
DATE: 11 Januarv 1989

-

1. The fApplicant has submitted a plan for the development of the
parcel located at the intersection of Route 94 and Oakwood Terrace as
a "commercial center"”. The plan was previously reviewed at the 12
October 1988, ? November 1988 Planning Board Meetings. The plan is
before the BRoard at this time for a Breliminary public hearing.

2. The plans as submitted have addressed all the previous
engineering comments provided by the undersigned.

3. The Applicant’'s Engineer should investigate a réported drainaqge
problem on the west end of the site near Oakwood Terrace.

4, Following the Public Hearing, the Flanning Board should cohsider
assuming the position of Lead Agency under the SEQRA review process.

S. After the comments from the public have been received and the
Board has made a further review of the plan, additional engineering
reviews can be made, if so desired-by-the Board.

B
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OAKWOOD COMMERCIAL CENTER

Mr. Edsall: With regard to Oakwood Commercial Center, which is
before the Board, across right on 94, across the street- on the--

- Vince Soukup asked us to check if there was an existing or approved

site plan for that facility. There is none. So, whatever you want
to do with them, if you want to--

Mr. Soukup: From a safety point of view and from New York State law
point of view, parking spaces are not allowed to back out onto a
town road. Somehow, there are spaces that have been put on, some
recently. I think the man should be told to close them off.

Mr: VanLeeuwen: That sidewalk was never there.

Mr, Soukup: Those spaces are not legal.

Mr. Edsall: TI suggest you do your usual routine to bring them in.

Mr. Babcock That was a pre—existlng use as a bar, the Rég Tlme ln,

that the prior building 1nspector condemned the building. The building

. was condemned and I didn't know what I was doing when I got in there.

What they did is they hired a contractor and cut all the columns out
of the interior of the building because they were in the way and the

.roof collapsed and came down 12 inches. We went back in there and

had structural engineers, how tn design the roof to push it back and
so on. At the time, site plan was not something that I even knew
about. This is like the first week of my working here. I didn't
know we had a Planning Board then. So, one thing led to another and
we had to go through some court proceedings because of law suits.
Through the judges and whatever, they got the building permits to
repair the building and then subsequently they got more building
permits to break it up into offices, into office space which complies
with New York State code. All of a suddenj; when we were down there
to do an inspection for the video store, there was an addition.on
this building. We notified them at-the time that you cannot do an
addition on your building without site plan appvoval. They said they
were unaware.- of that and they'd be submitting the site plans shortly.
I said, okay, fine, we will give you the opportunity to do that. I
would say that was at least three months ago and we haven't received
them yet. .

Mr. VanLeeuwen: They don't have énough parking.

Mr. Babcock: The building is under violation. It is a situation--
Mr, Soukup:- Have.you cited them for the addition.

Mr. Babcock: We have cited tﬁem with an order to do the site plan.
Mr. Soukup: I'd like to recommend to the Board based on our inspec-

tion from two weeks ago, that the parking in front of the building
where the spaces are 90 degrees off of the street which is Oakwood

_39-
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Terrace, are not safe and should not be there and that the town
attorney should advise the building inspector how to get those
spaces removed. There is adequate parking spaces on each side

of the building which is not used because of these other spaces
being there. There are parking spaces available on that lot in
other locations that either could be used or is actually paved to
be used.

Mr. McCarville: Just have the town garage go down there and put
up a guard rail right along there.

Mr. Babcock: We have him violated. We will issue him an appearance
ticket to go in front of the judge. I am sure the judge will tell
him to get a site plan in here or he will fine them and I am sure .
the site plan will come forth real quick. When you gentlemen have
the opportunity to look at the site plan, that is when you can tell
him this has to be eliminated, put the parking over there. Right
now, there is some people occupying that building and I can tell you
now, right now, that every person that is in that building is there
illegally without a C.O,

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I suggest we get our Board's attorney to write them
a letter that we want to see them within the next 6 weeks.

Mr, Pagano:- - We recommend that the Planning Board Attorney write a
letter, ’

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: I make a motiqd”to that affect, that our Planning
Board write them a letter thatgthey are to come in within the next
6 weeks with a site plan in front of this Board.

Mr, McCarville: ' I'd bounce it:bthoe first.

Mr. Babcock: Let Joe write the letter.

Mr. Lander: Who is the owner éf record?

Mr., VanLeeuwen: Dr. Toback owns it.

Mr. Babcock: I deal with, &1l my dealings and applications are
filled out by a Robert Wells stating that he is the owner of record.

Mr, Soukup: I will second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. Soukup Aye
Mr, VanLeeuwen Aye
Mr. McCarville . Aye
Mr. Lander Aye
Mr. Pagano Aye

-40~
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GAKWOOD : COMMERCTAL  CENTER-S I'TE ; PLAN (§8-34) 7 Rep.Jio¥

Mr. Don Benvie came before the Board representing this proposal.

Mr. Benvie: These are the latest plans Skip Fayo had a couple of
comments .

Mr. Edsall: Before the Board reads all the comments, just note my
comment 3 refers to a drainage problem which since these comments

were prepared, Mr. Benvie has had the opportunity to talk to the
highway superintendent, the problem was corrected and an opportunity
to talk to Skip recently and he indicates that he now has no objection
to the plan since the problem has been shown as being corrected on

the last plan that we are looking at right now so comment #3 has been
taken care of,

Mr. Schiefer: Before you go into it, just looking, the one, two and
four.. I am_interpreting Mark, that there is nothing wrong.

Mr. Edsall: That is right. The only outstanding item was the
drainage condition and that has been resolved.

Mr. Schiefer: So, as far as you are concerned, there are no problems.

Mr. Edsall: That is correct.
Mr. Soukup: When we put .in the drainage swale, we are not moving
the problem up along Oakwood to that other entrance by any chance.

Mr. Edsall: The ponding problem is now being corrected since there
is- going to be a drainage path for it to relieve itself and get
picked up by the system that the State has.

Mr.. Benvie:  Right now it just ponds at the corner and with the
drainage swale that we provided up front, it takes it down 94.

Mr. Soukup: Where does it go when ‘it gets to the front right corner
of the property. There is a driveway entrance but no culvert shown.

- Mr. Benvie: There is a natural swale and follows that swale down

along the edge of 94 and it drops off.
Mr. Soukup: Does it go over the driveway'father than ‘under it?

Mr. Benvie: It goes over it. I talked to Paul Cappichioni abgyt
putting a culvert but you'd have to raise the grade so much because
going across there, it is not more than a 2 or 3% grade so he just
as- soon follow the approach as shown on the plans here.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: There is one thing I am not very happy with when
we were out there for the site inspection, I understood.that we
had an agreement that the front of the building or the back of the
building would look like the front.
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Mr. Benvie: That is what they have attempted to do with putting in
the cedar siding as far as--

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I don't think you have to do that with the roof line
but I'd like to see some more stone and brick work because the people
in Oakwood paid alot of money and we don't want to duplicate what is
there now.

Mr. Benvie: I tried, I thought we were just trying to get away from
the masonry wall. I thought, I guess I misinterpreted because I
thought that by adding the siding and showing the finished doors that
we more or less pick-up what we have in the front. The only thing
that we don't have is the stone planters underneath but they don't
have any windows in the back. That is why they elected not to add ..
that,

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think a little stone work and so forth and there

-is one other problem here. I see this one tree is to be removed.
-We asked that to stay, am I correct. :

Mr, Benvie: After we located it logistically, it is impossible be-
cause we have to have fire access along the back and that would be
in the fire lane so we .were able to save this by blocking out one

of the parking spaces but this -you can't save because we have to
provide 30 foot access all the way around the building for the fire.
Mr. Vanleeuwen: What we don't want to do is create another one that
we have here and those people are all there illegally. We checked
it out. None of them .are there .legally. Nobody -has a permit.

Mr. Schiefer: We asked to have ﬁhat-tree left there but look where
it is.

Mr. Soukup: I think the fact he saved one out of the two is the best
he can do and still meet fire access.

Mr. VanLeeuwen:; I am not going to approve it until we see a
different back on the building.

Mr. Soukup: Is the client here tonight?

Mr. Benvie: No,

Mr. Soukup: What about if you took that center break in the roof
that is in the front and put that in the back as well and didn't put
the little four windows but just the center break on the roof and
put that in the back as well that would be sort of a symmetrical

type framing. Would that be sufficient to break it up for you.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: I'd like to see some stone work because those pepple
living in Qakwood, they are going to be looking at this and it is not
going to be fair for them.

Mr. Jones: It looks like a barracks.

-6-
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: I thought you and I, you said no problem but that
is not what I had in mind.

Mr. Benvie: To be honest, we don't do the architectural work. I
indicated to the client and architect based on the site visit you
asked that the back be replicated the front be replicated in the
back as much as possible in order to not create an eye-sore. Let
me suggest this. If we make the commitment to provide in the back,
provide the planters as shown in the front.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: You don't have to put the planters, put the brick.
You don't have the room to put the planters. . I will make a motion

"to approve it, not tonight but I want to see a different drawing on
the back of- this.

Mr, Benvie: Can we do it conditional upon adding stone work in the
back to repllcate the stone work in the front without putting
planters in, . :

Mr. Vanleeuwen: Not in my book you can't because I thought we
already got that straightened away.

% Mr. Schiefer: I think we have nothing but opposition from the
neighbors the last time and we are trying to over come the voiced

opposition to the people living in back and we have got to react some
way. and that is what you are saying. -

Mr. VanLeeuwen: He is not going tc get my vote without it.

Mr. Benvie: My clients will commit to it. I'd just like.to hopefully
forego having to have another meeting but that is why I am suggesting
possibly do it conditional to adding the stone work. We'd be very
sepcific in the conditions as far as whatever,

Mr; Soukup: I'd like to add the roof break in the back as much as
the stone work,

Mr, VanLeeuwen:; You can't put those people in Oakwood in.that type

of position, I wouldn't go for that and I don't own anything in
Oakwood, -

e 0 s s 8 A N

Mr, Benvie: I don't have a problem as far as adding the s’one work

in the back of the building and adding the roof break similiar to
what we have on the front there in order to break up the back. Wwhat

I propose is that possibly that we make approval conditional onj
adding those two items to satisfy the Board and obviously the approval
"is conditional until we submit additional architectural plans. Those
aren't finished plans. We have to submit to Mike more finished plans
and I think by making it conditional we have already--you have put

us in a position whereby Mike can't give a building permit until the
plans incorporate what you are asking for which-we will commit to.

- — —————
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Mr. Soukup: I think the applicant has added landscaped island that
weren't there before. They tried to do most of the things we talked
about.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I am only one member gentlemen. That is all.

Mr. Schiefer: I hear two changes, the roof line and the back of the
building. Any other comments.

Mr. Pagano: I have got two more items. You have a dumpster right
next to the apartment. I'd like to see that moved away from the
apartments. There is a commercial strip next door. You can move
it down to the planter. I don't want your garbage making a noise
and interferring with them. You are going to have a different
hauler,

Mr. Lander: It should be closed so that the papers don't fly out 6f
the dumpster.

Mr. Pagano: I don't see any sidewalks. Unless I missed my guess,
I think we had discussed sidewalks.

Mr. Benvie: We do.
Mr. Pagano: No, I am talking about along the street.

b

Mr, Benvie: I don't recall, to be honest, any discussion about the

- sidewalk, but we have in order to handle the drainage, you can't

put in the sidewalks because we are putting a swale to handle the
drainage coming off the site so we are in a situation where we are
rather restricted where we can put sidewalks.

Mr. Pagano: We are increasing traffic and you know, without the

. sidewalks, I am not to happy with this,

-~

Mr. Jones: As far as I am concerned, you are putting somebody out
there to get hit by a car.

‘Mr. Pagéno: We are taking away their walkway so you are creating

a whole new set of problems and increasing the traffic.

Mr. Jonetc::. I don't buy that about the sidewalk out there. There is
a stonewall there right now. You are going to put the sidewalk out- .
side the stonewall. Somebody out there is going to get hit with a
car. That is my feeling. Y
Mr, Pagano; We have the apartment house here, we have to make
accessibility here. He is the one that is converting this property.
The onus is going to be on the builder.

Mr. Benvie: There is a paved swale out here that functions more or
less as a sidewalk. I have been out at the site here. I have seen
people coming by. The swale which is outside of our property line

I know was outside of where we are proposing to put this. There is
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a 4 foot paved swale here that seems to be functioning more or less
than a sidewalk more than people walking on this grass strip.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I will go over and take a look one of these days.
That is all.

Mr. Schiefer: Any resolution what the Board would like for a side-
walk. I'd like one too but we need drainage.

Mr. Pagano: They're architects, let's see them come up with something.

% Mr. Jones: There is a drainage sw:ile. . What are you going to do with
that. What do you want, hanging sidewalks.

Mr. Pagano: Tippy, you don't want sidewalks.
Mr. Jones: No,.

Mr. Benvie: Right now the water ponds here. The town has had to add
a dry well to provide some kind of relief because they pond so badly
in here and by putting this drainage swale in here you are going to
alleviate that drainage problem so from that respect we are helping
the drainage situation here and I prefer to see this drainage situa-
tion cleared up without having to go to sidewalks because as I say
what is done out here right now, the pedestrians travel out here,
seem to walk along-~there is a ‘paved swale right adjacent to .our site.
They seem to use that paved area.

Mr. Schiefer: John, the stonewall we want we can't take out the
stonewall the drainage swale is necessary, I agree with you.

Mr. Pagano;. The State comes in and says and says we are going to
put a sidewalk, what are they going to do.

Mr. Soukup: They'd have to de a new <rainage system but John, you
don*t have sidewalks on either side and both properties are developed
so you'd end up with a piece in the middle with an area where there
_is none on either side. If you do put them on this one, it would be
kind of in the middle. '

Mr. Pagano; The community is growing to the extent that people are

g going to be walking down the street. to get a bus and bus service is

: not far away. We are going to have to walk in the street. Are we
going to make the decision now or is it going to be made for us

later on. In retrospéct, I don't want to look and say what we. §hould
have done, I think a sidewalk is a necessity.

Mr. Jones: Where are we going to put it.

Mr. Pagano: I don't know why not take the vacant lot and put a
sidewalk and then have them build it. I want sidewalks there.

Mr. Jones: Wé.wanted to the stonewall, the sidewalk is going to be
on the outside of the stonewall in the right-of-way.
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Mr. Schiefer: 1If the stonewall doesn't come down, we are going to
put it behind the stonewall.

Mr. Benvie: Itwouldn't do any good inside the stonewall.

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: What I suggest is ride over and take a look and
maybe we can do something with the State's permission. I don't
know.

Mr. Schiefer: I agree with John. I'd like to see sidewalks and it
is an area where it is going to be developed and you have the housing
-in back of there. The people.are going to walk there but either the
stonewall or the drainage ditch.

Mr. Benvie: The only people that will be having access is the people
coming out of Oakwood. What about if we provide walkways to get out
of here. If we provide walkways through here and here then we provide
direct access onto this property so nobody ‘is walking out here to
come around this way. They walk right out the door and come in the

. back way and that way we keep people from having to walk here. As
‘far as the traffic coming down somebody further up 94 and coming down
here, they are already walking in the road. We are not forcing them
to walk out in the road from what we are proposing here now so what

I am getting at is we are not adding to a situation, we are not
creating a situation that doesn't already exist.

Mr. Schiefer; Let me make a recommendation and, see if you will buy
: - this. The last time we were out there, we saw aiot of things that
I have been addressed, obviously, the sidewalks we didn't pay much
i attention to. We are concerned with the sidewalk issue. We are .
' willing to go out and why don't you give it some thought and within
a week, we will try and get out there, discuss whatever you have so
the next time either we get a final vote. It is not this one, it is
the meeting after.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: He has got to do something with the dumpster anyway.

Mr. Schiefer: There are enough issues we are not going to vote on
it tonight because if we vote on it tonight, it is going to be nega-
tive.

Mr. Soukup: The dumpster detail should be high enough screening. so
there is a visibility not just safety.

Mr, Schiefer: I think three of the items you can handle yourself
but we will go out there with you and see if we can agree what we
should do as far as the sidewalks.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think the dumpster should be .litter proof. Maybe
. something with a roof on it that the papers can't get out if they

- leave the 1id on because what happens in stores, they take the
‘plastic bags and tie them up and throw them in. This way, if its
~got a set of doors, they can throw them and leave them but if they

put the plain dumpsters and have a wall 6 feet high, the wind comes
and blows it right out.

-10-
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Mr. Soukup: I have seen one designed where they used vertical
2 by 10's on top to screen it and also provide, break up the air
flow and without a so0lid roof because then the odors don't collect.

Mr. Benvie: I can address the issues with the trash. We can move
it up to probably one of the handicapped spots. The other item
about the rear of the building, we can address that but I will be
quite frank with you. It is going to be very tough to deal with

the sidewalks out front because of the restricted area we have in
the site. We are trying to address these problems which is the
drainage that occurs by putting the sidewalk, we are going to create
a bigger drainage problem than what exists now. .

Mr. Pagano: Let me soften my position a little bit. Let us take a
priority and a sidewalk along here.

Mr. Soukup: Being what.

Mr. Pagano: On the front sidewalk along the side of the property
from the terrace to 94.

Mr. Schiefer: That would be alot easier.

Mr. Jones: Any decision made with the dumpster. Is it going to be
located where.

-

- Mr. Benvie: Tentatively relocated up here.

Mr. Lander: In front.
Mr. Benvie: I don't have a choice. There is no place in back. 1I'd

like to move it down two spaces from where it is but I don't know
how much.

Mr. Schiefer: That is not going to give the relief you want either.
Mr. Benvie: Before I go, will you accept a bituminous concrete
asphalt sidewalk because we still have a swale and I'd like to main-
tain some kind of drainage along that area so we can drain everythlng
down. With a concrete sidewalk it is going to be tough or asphalt is
~going to be tough. I'd like to have asphalt instead of concrete.

Mr. Schiefer: Where?

Mr. Benvie: Along Oakwood Terrace because we do have dralnagekthat
we are going to have——

Mr. Pagano: What does Oakwood have right now.

Mr. Soukup: I thlnk you would have enough space to put curb sidewalk
and swale.

Mr. Rones: If I could Just ask in order to give time to make these

revisions and for the site visit and whatnot, we are running a little
long on the review period here so we'd ask you to waive the site
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review time limit to allow for the changes you have to make and for
the review.

Mr. Benvie:  Fine. Will there be another site visit.

Mr. Schiefer: We will let you know. We will get out as soon as

possible and the basic issue is the sidewalk.

Mr. Soukup: When we were out there last time on the site inspection,
there was across the street, evidently changed to an approved site
plan and the change, the primary change that I noticed involved 90
degree parking. of a town road where the cars are actually within the
right-of-way. I don't believe that is permitted in New York State
DOT law so I'd like to in some way ask the Board to go on record or_
bring it to the town's attention. We need some enforcement with
respect to an illegal change.in a site plan and something that is not
a safe condition that has been put in without our approval.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: There is. an addition on the building. They put an
illegal ‘addition. :

Mr. Soukup: The 90 degree parking of the town road is not a safe
condition and that should be brought to somebody's attention.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: They don't have a use permit to be in there.

Mr. Soukup:; That is a secondary issue, change in use.

Mr. Schiefer: It 1s pretty. unanimous we have some violations. How.
do we handle it, ,

Mr. Rones: They.should be issued violations.

Mr. Babcock: There was a determination at the last Planning Board
meeting which Mr. Rones wasn't here is that I remembered and my
office is well aware of the situation that the Board was 901ng to
have Mr. Rones write him a letter requesting him to come in front
of the Board.

Mr, Edsall:; If you look at page 40 of the minutes that I believe
you have allAgot copies, there was a motion made at the last meeting
that the Planning Board send a letter and they requested that Joe
write the letter to the legal owner, You weren't here to get out of
it, Joe.

.

Mr, Rones:  Mike, can you just get me the names of the owners?

Mr. Babcock: Yes.

912-~
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Don Benvie came before the Board representing this proposal.
Mr. Soukup: Did you indicate the material for the back wall of the
building? ..

Mr. Benvie: Not on the site plan.. I know they plan on using~-when
they had the architect look at it, structurely, they had problems
framing it in so they propose  this as an alternate.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: It looks better than it did before.

Mr. Benvie: Facing out to the street, this is the front elevation. _
Mr. Schiefer; Do we get another approval when he removes the objec-
tions from the fire inspector. They have made the.corrections that
the fire inspector requested. Don't we get a formal approval from
the fire inspector that it is okay.

Mr. Rones: Yes, we should, of course, unless we are satisfied that
it is correct, Maybe that would be--we can give him an approval
subject to,

Mr. Lander:; The fire department wanted the island eliminated.

" Mr, Schiefer: Then we can put subject to the approval of the fire
department, ]

Mr. Edsall: What date is you disapbroval?

Mr. Schiefer; 27 February ‘89,

Mr. Edsall: T guess that supersedes the two approvals I had.

Mr, Benvie: They didn't want the median then when we had the site
inspection, they wanted more landscaping so we added the median,

then we took it back out again.

Mr. Schiefer; Under these conditions, Mr. Rones said subject to the
fire department approval.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: You should explain the sidewalk situation.

Mr. Schiefer: What about the front sidewalk?

Mr. Benvie: To go inside of the stonewall, we wouldn't héve eﬁough
. land for the parking spaces nor would we have the 30 foot of separa-
tion we need for the fire land around and if we put it on the out-
side, we can't get drainage.

Mr. McCarville: Drainage for what?

Mr. Benvie: To take the drainage coming down Route 94 all the
drainage further up 94 coming down in front of our property. If
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you put a sidewalk there, we can't maintain the flow of drainage
along the DOT right-of-way there.

Mr. McCarville: If I recall, there was a grass area that was raised
slightly from the highway along that wall.

Mr. Benvie: That is where we our extending our swale to handle the
drainage from, coming off of our site and draining on their street,
coming off 94.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: And what kind of stone?
Mr. Benvie: Fieldstone.
Mr., Soukup: What is the material above the stone?

Mr. Benvie: It is going to be, not aluminum siding, I think they are
planning on putting in like a vinyl siding, tan and earth tone color.

Mr. McCarville: I don't buy that you can't put a sidewalk and control
your drainage at the same time. ‘

Mr. Benvie: The problem is we just don't have, if we don't do it
this way, the ditch is going to be to narrow and we wouldn't be able
to maintain the ditch because you will have vertical slopes in the
ditch and they will--

Mr. McCarville: The additional blacktopping you are doing is going
to create more water so we can't put a sidewalk in for pedestrians.

Mr, Benvie: We have a sidewalk that would start and stop here w1th
no sidewalks on either side.

Mr. -McCarville: When you start putting sidewalks in, you have to
start somewhere and there would be five years that there wouldn't

be sidewalks on either side but I guarantee every time somebody comes
in for approvals on Route 300, there will be sidewalks extended.

Mr. Jones: If you are talking--we can't put the sidewalks out in
‘the right-of-way. That is outside the wall.

Mr. Schiefer: When we were down there, we agreed to put a 2 1/2 foot
sidewalk inside the wall.. Now, he is saying you can't make it be-
cause of a dimension requirement.

Mr. Jones: You are coming down the road, you are coming to these
peoplet's property, you walk off the road, walk the sidewalk and go
to where there is no sidewalk at all.

Mr. Schiefer: The solution was we were going to put it inside the
wall. Now, he is saying, but the one that we did agree to put in
front, we are being told he doces not have room for the 30 foot
clearance and parking.

-20-~
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Mr. Soukup: I didn't hear conversation that agreed there would be

a sidewalk on 94. My own opinion is that again, because of the fact
that it is state highway and the drainage is important to be able to
be done well, secondly because there is nothing on either side of
this and nothing for a great distance up or down 94, the sidewalk on
94 is probably not needed or used by anybody at this time. Maybe in
the future it might be but at this time, T see no need for it. The
one on Oakwood would be more valuable than the one on 94.

Mr. Schiefer: I agree on the two comments on the State right-of-way
and the need for drainage. I agree with both of those. The fact
that it is not there, I don't buy that because T have to agree with
Dan. We have to start somewhere.

Mr. Edsall: Two comments for you on the sidewalk issue. A 2 1/2
foot sidewalk, T just asked Mike, wouldn't be constructed because it
wouldn't meet the building code for access within a site so you need
the full width otherwise you wouldn't be allowed to build it that
small, Xf you don‘t have the full width there isn't much choice.

Mr, Schiefer; We have no room for a full width inside the wall.

Mr, Edsall; If he doesn't have the room for the, for a full width
sidewalk, you can't put it in at all.

Mr. Pagano; Let's take the wall out. Do we have room. Are we trying
to move the mountain for Mohamad.

Mr. Edsall: As Vince said, then you have a short section of sidewalk

~ and nothing at either end. '

Mr. Squkup: If you put a 2 1/2 foot sidewalk inside:tlie wall, you
are effectively going to be having car overhangs.covering it up.

Mr, Edsall: Comment on the other sidewalk shown as being on Oakwood

Terrace, it appears to be within the town right-of-way. I assume
the town does not accept paved sidewalks. They have to be concrete
and per the town standard requirements so we can give you a detail
on that,

Mr, Benvie: We will ¢hange to concrete.

Mr. McCarville: If you were to move the building back, you'd still
have the required fire swing around that, wouldn't give you-enough
room. '

Mr., Benvie: Then we'd take away from the planting strip.

Mr. Pagano: It has got to have a sidewalk. This is the only oppor-
tunity we are going to have along 94 and to let it go, it is foolish.

Mr., Benvie: The only way you can get a sidewalk is by taking the
wall down. The DOT wants the drainage swale because it has to main-
tain the flow of drainage off 94 and further up the, further to the
west on 94.
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Mr. McCarville: 1Is that where the stonewall is, behind the bush
there.

Mr. Benvie: Yes.

Mr. Schiefer: The only two practical solutions in my mind is oné,
move the building back and there are problemswith that and the other
is take the wall down.

Mr. McCarville: I say put a curb along the front of it and put a
curb in.

Mr. Jones: I don't want to take the wall down.

Mr., McCarville: I disagree with the concept that you can't put a
sidewalk.

Mr. Jones: We have been doﬁn there..

Mr. McCarville: . You have plenty of room between the outer part of
the wall and the street,

Mr, Jones: You are going out into the right-of-way.

Mr. Soukup: You can't but it in with a paved swale. You'd have to
pipe it, if you are going to go that route.

Mr. Lander: To try and correct that problem on the intersection.
IL*d like to see a sidewalk too but how is it going to fit in there.
There is a sewer manhole down here someplace.

Mr., Soukup: That is another problem with respect to the piping.
There is an existing sanitary sewer so you don't have alot of space
to put the storm drainage in. Probably you are going to rip the wall
out. We looked at the distance from the manhole to the wall. There
wasn't alot of space to work. I'm not sure the State would allow
you to set the drain pipe that close to the sewer in. their right-of-
way anyway'.  You you try to do anything other than a swale, you are
going to end up ripping the wall out because of the construction of
it. If you want to save the wall, I think you're probably looking

at a swale and no sidewalk. If you want to rip the wall out, you can -
achieve a sidewalk.

Mr.. Jones:. I have looked at that wall since I was a little kid. I'm
in favor of leaving the wall.

Mr. Schiefer: 1Is there 6: isn't there room in front of the.wall"for ‘
a sidewalk?

Mr. McCarville: I think we should ask Mark to take a look at it and

give us his opinion.

Mr. Edsall: The only way I can see this being constructed and it is
quite an expense is to put the sidewalk flush against the wall and
put in a drainage pipe.the entire length just outside the curb level.
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Mr. Benvie: You will undermine the wall by putting that in and
getting a pipe underneath it.

Mr. Edsall: The pipe on the other side of the curb but you are
talking about quite a bit of work. You'd end up having a sidewalk
over top the utility. If the water line is there purely based on
the department of health requirements, you could put the storm sewer
along the--you couldn't put it, you'd have to leave it surfaced.

Mr. Benvie: If you pave and put the walk, you are going to cover up
the sewer line and if there is a leak--

Mr. Schiefer: On the other side of the wall, the:only solution is to
move the building. There is nothing else.

Mr. Pagano: - I am not'going to vote for this thing until there is a
sidewalk.

Mr. Schiefer: Any other issues before we go back and see what we can
do with a sidewalk.

Mr. Benvie: The only thing is we have to change the note to make this
a concrete sidewalk.

Mr. Jones: There is some things that belong here, you know, they were
here long before you and I came around.

Mr. Schiefer: Hank, what do you think.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I was in favor of putting the sidewalk in front of
the wall, on the inside.

Mr. Schiefer: He explained .to us--

Mr. VanLeeuwen:- I know what the problems are and I would like to see
a sidewalk in there. If it comes to the sidewalk compared to the
wall, I will take the wall.

Mr. Pagano: I agree with you but there is no reason why we can't
put it inside instead of the outside.

Mr. McCarville: I'd like to know why, I can't understand why this
building can't be moved back 2, 3 feet.

Mr. Benvie: You need 10 feet for the parking and you need 30 feet
for the fire lane so that is 40 feet and that leaves a 4 foot
planting strip so we can get a buffer zone.

Mr, VanLeeuwen: We squeezed every bit of building we can on this
piece of property.

Mr. Pagano: Cut the building down a little to get the sidewalk in.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I would suggest taking a vote on cutting the building
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back and putting in a 2 1/2 or 3 feet sidewalk or whatever they want
to do. You can't move the building back, that is impossible. You
don't have the room.

Mr. Schiefer: Either no sidewalk or cut down the width of the
building. '

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Right, that is the only option you have left.

Mr. McCarville: I would like to see sidewalks on the premises across
the front to get people from this street in the future up the street

and when the people come in next door, we will require the same type

of sidewalk across the front of their property. That is a dangerous

road.

Mr. Jones: What are you smoking.
Mr. Schiefer: You are not going to vote for it without a sidewalk.
Mr. McCarville: ‘Right.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: I want to leave the wall, I'd like to see the side-
walk put in on the inside of the wall, minimum 2 1/2 feet.

Mr. Benvie: They can't, 4 foot walks so you are asking to cut the
building 4 feet.

Mr. Babcock: It wouldn't be dedicated to they can make it any width.

Mr. Schiefer: If it is private sidewalk and doesn't belong to the
town. -

Mr. Edsall: I am not sure if it is 44 or 48 but I don't believe it
'is- less than 4Q. It is still subject to the same building requirements,
public or not. ‘

Mr. Babock: One other thing that you have to be concerned about is
that when you front end a car into those front entrance parking spots,
the overhang -of the car is going to wind up taking up space.

Mr. Edsall: And the last question is, is the Board's intent to have -
that sidewalk be for town use, general town use or used to serve this
project because if you put it on their property, the town is not going
to want it. All you are doing is providing a sidewalk so people can
walk in front of their cars before they go into the building.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: If you can't put it in front of the wall, I will go
with a building.

Mr. Pagano: I am still for a sidewalk, either in front or behind.
I am not going to vote until we get a sidewalk.

Mr. Lander: I don't think the sidewalk will work out in front because
of the drainage, because of the wall. There are to many things there.
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I'd like to see a sidewalk too but if it is impractical and you can't
put it on the inside that serves no purpose.

Mr. Jones: I don't want to see a sidewalk.

Mr. Soukup: An inside sidewalk has no purpose to it. The wall, I'd
like to see saved. The only way I can see a sidewalk outside the
wall is if an extensive drainage system is put in. You have got
ex1st1ng utilities that you conflict with unfortunately that there:

is much hope for extending sidewalks in the reasonable future on
either side of this, you have a development right and you have used
property on the left, nothing coming in, nothing vacant but if you
have alot of empty space, I think what they have done is maximize,
effectively solve the drainage problem and cannot provide a sidewalk.

Mr. Schiefer: I think they have maximized something else, the amount
of building. I want a sidewalk but I really don't see where it is
practical.. Now, again, before we vote on it, we know the opinion on
‘ the sidewalk, before we make a motion, are there any other comments.
Any other thlngs. We are going to have a motion on whether or not
we approve the sidewalks.

Mr. McCarvzlle‘ What percentage have you figured, what percentage of
the site is developed with blacktop, building and concrete.

Mr. Benvie: We haven't calculated.

Mr. Rones: Looks like 99%.

Mr. Soukup: Is there a percentage in the ordlnance.

Mr. McCarville: . When you put 96% or whatever it is into blacktop
and building and parking, you don't have room for sidewalks. You
don't have room for trees. You don't have room for anything.

Mr. Benvie; It is a catch 22 situation because to meet the parking
‘requirements. and the fire department requirements necessary, takes
the amount of pavement that we have shown on the project.

Mr. McCarville: I can also show you that that project will effect
this rather than improving it. You are going to have more drainage
problems on 94 than you have now.

Mr. Edsall: The answer on the zoning, the floor area ratio is one
so if they didn't need parking, they could llterally cover the entire
. site with a bulldlng. Development coverage, there is no value set.

Mr. Séukup. Is the parking calculations correct where he took out
storage area ‘before he did the parking calculations.

Mr. Edsall: Yes, it is in sales use, the way the terminology reads.
Mr. Soukup: So, the table is correct.
Mr. Edsall: This is a retail use and the way the ordinance reads, it

is areas in sales use so yes, the only counter measure to that is if
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in fact the building inspector goes on-site for an inspection and
finds out that the 1200 is used for sales, they'd be in violation
of the approval if they got one.

Mr. VanlLeeuwen: They have taken up every bit of space here. 'That
part of the building that I asked for he has complied with that,
everything else he has complied with, okay, and I think this whole
sidewalk business is a catch 22 51tuat10n. We have no choice.

Mr. Schiefer: 1 know the opinion of the Board, the sidewalk is not
going to stop it if there is nothing else.

Mr. McCarv1lle. What about the stamp of approval from the County
Planning Department.

Mr. Edsall: Well, that is obviously a formallty, just to have them
confirm that in fact they are saylng it is a local 3urlsd1ctlon
decision.

Mr. Schiefer: They have received it, the County Planning Consultants

.received it as of March 8th, 1989. There is no comment so it would

.

have to be subject to that approval.
Mr. Benvie: This is for the Board.

Mr. Schiefer: They have gone for that, it is not yet available. Do
we want to take lead action on this.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: We did that. I make a motion that we declare a
negative declaratlon to Oakwood Commerical Center site plan, Route 94
88~34.

Mr. Soukup: I will second that motion.

ROLL CALL:

Mr. McCarville . No
Mr. Vanleeuwen Aye
Mr. Pagano No
Mr. Soukup . Aye
Mr. Jones Aye
Mr. Lander - Aye
Mr. Schiefer Aye

Mr. McCarville: Would this sidewalk continue to Oakwood Terrace,
would this be continued to their drxveway.

Mr. Benvie: Yes, extend to the entrance where the Oakwood Complex
is so it will go right up into their, right up to their driveway and
assuming that we can reach an agreement with them to do that.

Mr. Soukup: Did you determine whether that was a town or private
road? ;
i

Mr. Benvie: As far as we can see, from the accessor's map, I believe

it is a town road. .
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Mr. Soukup: Then, you don't need their approval.
Mr. Lander: Is Oakwood a town road?

Mr. Babcock: Yes.

Mr. Edsall: As far as construction of a sidewalk goes, it has
nothing to do with the housing complex. In addition to if the
Board decides to require a site bond, you are also going to have
to submit a public improvement bonding estimate for the sidewalks
to be constructed and dedicated to the town.

Mr. Babcock: I don't know the question Oakwood Terrace the road that
‘is going by here is a town road, the project Oakwood Terrace, that _
is not.

Mr, Lander: The guestion was brought up that if Oakwood Terrace is
a private-road maintained by Oakwood, they'd have to have a letter
stating they can continue the sidewalk.

Mr. Babcock: It is_a town road.

Mr. Schiefer: Any concerns if we have a motion, are there going to
be two conditions.

-Mr. Soukup: Wouldn't there be a bonding on this plan also and a
concrete sidewalk and the QOrange County Planning Department.

Mr. Schiefer: Orange-County Planning Department and the bonding,
those are the two conditions that I see.

Mr. Soukup: And the note on the sidewalk has to be made into a con-
crete sidewalk, not a paved one.

Mr. Rones: What is the date that the plans were sent out to the
Orange- County Planning Department. :

Mr. Schiefer: Today.

Mr. Rones: Unfortunately, there. is a provision of the general muni-
cipal law that provides that the Orange County Planning Department B
must either indicate their approval of disapproval or have had 30 days
in which to do so. Actions that are taken in advance of that 30 day
review period for projects that are either within 500 feet of a town
boundary line or a county right-of-way etc. are void so it is really
not proper for you to vote until you have given the Orange County
g;anning,Department their 30 days comment period,

Mr. Vanleeuwen: How come you didn't get out there sooner?

Mr. Benvie: Unfortunately, there was--we wanted to get the finalized
plan, get the accepted plan together.

Mr. Vanleeuwen: We can't even vote a subject to.
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Mr. Soukup: We will have to schedule it for 30

‘Mr. Schiefer: As soon as you get approval, get

I will request that Mike put it on immediately.
the next meeting but the one after .that. I see
can do it.
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OAKWOOD COMMERCIAL CENTER ~ RT. 94 - SITE PLAN (88-34)

Mr. Ross Winglovitz came before the Board representin~ this proposal.

Mr. Winglovitz: We are seeking site plan approval for a commercial
center on Foute 94, Town of New Windsor. I think everybody has a
copy--

Mr. Jones: Do you have new maps?

Mr. Winglovitz: No. You asked for joint elevation of the building
so we had the architect draw up, this is the more revised edition for
everybody.

Mr. Scheible: It is dated 5-12.

Mr. Winglovitz: These are dated, I think he just had these done.

He just dropped them off today. Some questions were raised about
the second floor by the Building Inspector. The second floor is
going to be incorporated into lower offices. Those are going to be
part of the lower offices split it half so the second floor is going
to be incorporated with the lower offices so there won't be any
access problem. We have added additional screening for Oakwood
Terrace in the back, more trees along the back of the property,
trees along the sides, shrubbing around the building to make it

look nicer. We've removed the handicapped parking for better access
to the site.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: The last time we asked you if you got highway per-
mit.

Mr. Winglovitz: We have the permit for utilities hook-up and for the
road work.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: DOT approval?

Mr. Winglovitz: Yes.

-16-
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: We should have them herce in the file.

Mr. Babcock: It is my interpretation of the code as far as handi-
capped access the only thing that you do not have to supply is handi-
capped access to a second floor is in restuarants and similar occu-
pancies where you have the same services on the second and first
floor. There is not exception for office buildings as far as handi-
capped access to the second floor.

Mr. Winglovitz: I was told if you incorporated the office upstairs
and downstairs where the same people own the offices then that would
be fine. '

Mr. Scheible: You said you had DOT.

Mr. Winglovitz: Yes. We had them last time but I didn't know we
had them. :

Mr. Scheible: The stonewall that runs across-- : :
Mr. Winglovitz: It is going to be repaired and restored. It will

add to the site. Right now, there is not much there, but maybe one

tree and a bunch of brush and the stonewall.

Mr. Scheible: . How far back does the stonewall go from the highway?

Mr. Winglovitz: It is located right there. I don't know what the
distance would be, probably through the right-of-way.

Mr. Scheible: What I'd like to have is a note added to it that you

.will maintain the area between the stonewall and the highway, be it

grass, keeping the grass down because there is alot of garbage there.

Mr. Winglovitz: It is going to add to the look of the place. He
wants it to look nice.

Mr. Scheible: We have heard that before too, trust me.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We have to make a decision if we want to have a

‘public hearing on this.

Mr. Scheible: I think we have alot of neighbors around this area = - -

here.

Mr. Lander: There should be a public hearing.

Mr. Scheible: We are putting this down in a very densely populated
area and to go through that without a public hearing, I would not
recommend it.. Am I right.

Mr. Rones: Absolutely.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I would agree.

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think we should set this up for a public hearing
and go from there and we also should find out if he got DQT.

-17-
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Mr. Wihglovitz: I will drop it off tomorrow.

Mr. Scheible: Let's set the public hearing up for the meeting of
December. How is that. 1Is that suitable?

Mr. Babcock: What I would like to see happen here is that we have
an application now for a public hearing where it has got to be filed
with some instructions and whatever to the applicant. My opinion

is I was going to talk to the Board after this meeting. I have this
thing made up and the way I feel it should work is that the public
hearing, once the paperwork is all completed on their part, they can
submit it back to me and then we will schedule a date.

Mr. Scheible: Anything to make your office run smoother. We are
here to help.

Mr. Babcock: That is a system that I think will work fine.

Mr. Scheible: All right, so we will--

Mr. Rones: Do you have any extra copies for that for the applicant.
Mr. Babcock: It is in a .draft form for your review.

Mr. Scheible: We will go over that draft with Mike this evening and
I will give you a copy of that. When would you like to see this
gentlemen in your office, Friday.

Mr. Babcock: I am pretty sure, Joe has worked on these forms and I
wanted your opinion on what we were doing here. I don't see that

there is going to be any problems with it. I would say probably by
Monday or Tuesday. )
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RICHARD D. McGOEY, PE.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

n MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
PC
McGOEY, HAUSER ans EDSALL N
CONSU LT‘NG ENGINEERS PC New Jersey and Penn'sylvania

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W)
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12550

TELEPHONE  (914) 562-8640
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
FLANMING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

FROJECT NAME: Oakwood Commercial Center Site Flan

FROJECT LOCATION: Foute 94 (Near Oakwood Terrace}

FPROJECT NUMEBER: 28-34

DATE: Z? MNovembher 1788

i. The Applicant has submitted a plan for the development aof the

parcel located at the intersection of Route 24 and Oakwood Terrace as
a "commercial center'. The plan was previously reviewed at the 12
Qctoeober 1988 Flanning Boeard FMeeting.

2. It appears that all the previous comments from the Engineer have
been addressed on the revised plan.

I The =site plan will require the review and approval from the New
York State Department of Transportation, with regard to the access
onto Route 4. The disposition of this application should be
discussed. ‘

4. The Board may wish to determine i+ a public hearing is required
for this site plan.

= The Board may wish to discuss the lead agency position under the
SEQRA review process.

S Atter the Board has reviewed this revised plan, should any
additional concerns be identified, further engineering review can be
made and ,gdditionalycomments provided, if necessary.

4
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TECTONIC , o - . " GTHER OFFICES:

A ﬁ\* ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS P.C. | |  Wotaibuny, CT
- P.O. Box 447, 600 Route 32 - , ' Paramus, NJ

TEC Hnghland Mills, N.Y. 10930-0447 (914) 928- 6531

FAX (914) 928-9211

Mr. Mark Edsall, P.E.
McGoey, Hausuer and Edsall
45 Quassaick Avenue, Route 9W
New Windsor, New York 1255#

April 16, 1989
RE: W.0. 436.01 -
Route 94 Commercial Center
(Revision 1)
Dear ﬁr. Edsall:
Enclosed please find our revised estimated costs for construction of site

‘work and public improvements for the Route 94 Commercial Center. The costs
are summarized as follows::

Io Site Work ooao.ooo.oo.ooc.'oooo-v--;o-oo.-0-..0..-.00.$99'590.58
II. Pl.lblic Improveﬂents - Sidﬂalk...--.......-.;.......-.s 2,7”6'60

Please do not hesitate to call us if you should have any questions.

cc: File 47

CIVIL - GEOTECHNICAL - and CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERS
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~ TECTONIC :

EN&KEERLN%%OQSUUANTS P.C.

APRIL 16, 1989

W.0. 430.01 ,
ROUTE 94 COMMERCIAL CENTER
 1. COST ESTIMATE - SITE WORK (REVISION 1)
ITEM DESCRIPTION 'QUANTITY  UNIT RATE  COST

1.  CLEARING & GRUBBING 6.86 AC  3225.08 2580. 86
2. STRIP 6" TOP SOIL 645 CY 1.34 864.30
3.  HAUL EXCESS TOP SOIL 434 CY 3.22 1397.48
4.  EXCAVATE BACKFILL & COMPACT 38 CY 4.30 163.50

STORM DRAINAGE PIPE

5. 12" ovp 229 15.60 3,308.00

6. OMITTED

7. END SECTIONS 18" DIA. 3 EA 140.900 420.00
8.  TRENCH DRAINS 59 LF 40.00 2,360.00
9. CATCH BASINS 3 EA 1,200.00 3,600.00
10. RUN OF BANK ~ TRENCH 40 CY 9.00 360.00
11. RELOCATE UTILITY POLE 1 EA 300.00 300.00
12. REMOVE 2' DIA. OBK TREE 1 EA 406.00 400.00
13. SITE EXCAVATION 1363 CY 1.75 . 2,385.25
14.  EXCAVATE SWALE 232 IF 10.00 2,320.00
15. END SECTIONS 2 EA 140.00¢ 280.00
16.  FINE GRADE SITE 4375 sY 6.15 656.25
17. RUN OF BANK ~ SUBBASE 620 CY 9.00 5,580.89
18. ITEM 4 - BASE | 385 CY 15.00 4,575.00
26.  CURBS 8" 608 LF 15.00 9;eaa.w

21. SIDEWALK -~ SITE DEVELOPMENT 78 sY 45.00 3,516.00

SUBTOTAL o : .44,051.78
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i ' TECTONIC A
ENGHIEERING COYSULTANTS P.C.

APRIL 19, 1989

(REVISION 1)

ITEM  DESCRIPTION - QUANTITY ~ ONIT RATE  COST
21.  CONCRETE ISLANDS ' 540 SY 45.00 24,300.00
22.  DOMPSTER PAD 20 CY 65.60  1,300.00
23.  CONCRETE DOOR PAD , 16 EA 50. 00 500. 00
24.  AC BASE COURSE (ITEM 403.13) 333 TONS 33.60 16,890.00
25.  AC WEARING COURSE (ITEM 483.17) 165 TONS 33.60  5,445.00
26.  HANDICAP SYMBOLS & SIGNS 4 EA . 30.00 120.00
27.  WHITE STRIPING 480 LF .25 120. 069
28.  ARROW SYMBOLS ‘ sEA 4.00 16.00
29.  SITE LIGHTING '  TEA 750.00  5,250.00
3.  TOPSOIL | 211 cY 18.06  3,798.00
31.  SEEDING 5759 SF 6.20 1,151.80
32.  HEMLOCK TREES 83 EA 20.00  1,660.60
33.  SHRUBS 52 EA 15. 09 788. 69
34.  RIPRAP 13 cY 16.00 208.00
SUBTOTAL SHEET 2 OF 2 55,538.80
SUBTOTAL SHEET 1 OF 2 44,051.78
TOTAL ' 99,598.58

COST_ESTIMATE .

IT PUBLIC IMPROVMENTS

ITEM DESCRIPTION QUANTITY ONIT RATE cosT

1. SIDEWALK 68 SY 45,00 2700.00
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7 . S » R . 124 Main Strest
m‘y I L. T Goshen, New York 10924
. o P B : : ) -[9!4) 294-S|5I C

. - . o i T . - R Pdu Oomm. Commss:oaer .
County Execetive - - ... . 7 S S < Richard 3. Do‘l'urk, Dopvfy Comm:wonor

GRAN(‘E COUNTY DEPARTHBNT OI-‘ PLANNING & DEVELOPHERT
239L HorNReport -

‘This proposed - act1on is being reviewed as an a1d in coord1nat1ng such action between
and among goverm-ental agenc1es by btmglng ‘pertinent inter—community and Countyiude con-
siderations to the attentlon of the -mu:lpal agency having jurisdiction..

~ Referred by Neummmmanwﬂd __pbe &0 ‘Reference No. NWT 5-89 M

County 1. D. No.44 / 1 / 39

Applicant ___K..&_LMa.nagemn.L_QaLwood Commermal Center

" Proposed Actlon.v -Site Plan-_ Route 94

State, County, 'Inte'r-'-!lnnicipal Basi_é' for 239 Review MH—SOO—faeLOi—NVQ Rt. 94

Related Reviews and Permits _NVS Denartment..e Trs .

County Action: I.ocaler_éter-.i_nati‘o:; T 'Disabprdyqd “Approved _ XXXXX_

Approved subject to the following -wodi‘fi_éé:t‘:itqit_}sj_a:ndlo'rr'coudi\tions; o

March 27 1989 - S
. . Date - o LT AT e o/ Commissioner

cc M-E. 4!»/«9




RS OF: 22027789 . . PRBE: |

CHRONOLOGICAL JOE STATUS REPORT

B INDSOR FLAKNING BGARD (Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT: NESWIN - TOEN OF NEW HINDSOR
1
DOLLARG----=-=-mmmmmmmmsmmn
TASK-X3 REC  --DATE-- TRAN ENPL ACT DESCRIPTION--------- RATE  HRS. TINE Exp, BILLED BALANCE
L 88-34 20703 09/28/88 TINE MJE MC OAKWOOD £0.00 030 12,00
88-34 20706 09/29/88 TIME MJE MC OAKNDOD 80.00 0.50 20.00
88-34 21297 10/06/88 TIME EJ  CL OAKNOOD COMM CTR 17,00 0,50 8.50
B8-34 21608 10/10/88 TIME JMF MR OAKNDOD COMMER 40,00 0.20 8.00
§8-34 22965 11/07/88 TIME HIE MC OAKNOOD 40.00 9,50 20.00
88-34 22981 11/07/88 TIME NJE CL OAKNDOD 17.00  0.50 8.50
oo o o L 77.00 B -
88-34 26152 12/19/88 BILL  PARTIAL -77.00
i ’ " _ . -77.00
§8-34 27223 01/07/89 TIME MIE MC OAKNOOD §0.00  0.80 £8.00 .
88-34 27855 01/10/89 TIME NJE. CL OAKWOOD ©19.00 0,50 9.50
£8-34 28707 01/30/89_ TINC MJE MO OAKNODD .= - 60.00 - 0.40 24,00
88-34 29935 02/16/89 TIME MJE MC OAKNOOD 60.00 0,50 30,00
88-34 32129 02/16/89 -TINE LSB CL OAXNODD - - 1900 0.80 15.20
B8-34 29939 02/17/89 TIME MJE MC DAKNOOD ' - 60,00 0.10 6.00

88-34 30361 02/22/89 TINE MJE MC OAKMODD 60.00 0,20 12.00

o S oL 221,70 0.00 I BT | N

R
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OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12550

(914) 565-8808

February 27, 1989

NN21975

- Cappicchioni, Inc. :
316 Blooming Grove Turnplke ,
New Windsor, New York 12550

RE: Oakwood Ccmmercial Center
388 Blooming Grove Turnpike

Gentlemen: . : : N

The Planning Board has observed that there have been charges
>. of use at the above commercial center, and it appears that prior
) site _plan approval was not received.' :

. The Planning Board, therefore, invites you to attend one of
its meetings in an attempt to arrive at an acceptable site plan.
You are urged to contact the Bulldlnq Inspector at 565- 8807 to be
placed on the agenda..;,[____,,w - , .

Z;§; - Your cooperatlon would be apprec1ated in- arrlving at an : B
Co amlcable resolutlon of thls matter to avoid formal enforcement A
proceedlnqs.éee;; R - S X R

“ Very truly yours,

"JOSEPH- P.” RONES °
-;'Planning'Board,Attorney’




INTER-D?FICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Town Flanming Bosrd

FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: a7 February 1989

SUBJECT: HRoute 94 Commercial Center
FLAMNING BOARD REFEREWNCE NUMBER: FE~-B8-34
FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE MUMBER: FP5-89-019

FPREVIOUS REFERENCE NUMBERS: 88--54, 88-93
88~10%

f

its plan/ sub-

i

& review of the abave rveferenced subliect

it

division was conducted on 27 February 128%. with the
following being noted.
TITLE 2 MNYCRR, SECTION 1141.2

The medium in the access driveway from Route 94 to
be yemoved for fTivre lane purposes.

FLAM DATED: 30 January 1989, Revision 4

it

bl

—..]
o
e
i
I

plan/subdivision is found wnacceptable.

Fire Inspectoil

cCM.E.
Don Benvie - lecfonic
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BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR,
D.0.T., 0.C.H., 0.C.P., D.P.W., WARSS, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW
FORM:

———————

The' maps and plans for the Site Approval

Subdivision - as submitted by
,Emm\g\ & %(m\j\m for the building or subdivision of
P *' N . -

\ eSO - Q* Q(_,J Cocnen - Cos” has been

; reviewed by me and is approved L7 ' -t

____1f aisepproved;—please TISt reason_ ~
: \.klA_}}r/ s (’/\DO:\\Q(:L\Q ey -’r@; Cyee — \V)\CQSQ
mo\‘\Q% u}&u}c@? Cyr CQA@L/ D\

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT

DATE

S s

: e LS Syt T e Py at e s 2
42 Vet S ridd o) e sed e o0 - A

Pmbaspaes fdstsent 9w b+
.o



® - oA Plons A5 #7724

i BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR,
D.o.T., 0.C.H., 0.C.P., D.P.W., WATER, SEWER HEGHMWAY , REVIEW
FORM:
‘ | The maps and plans for the Site Approva],/_é_ég{[ Q’»WWM)
Subdivision - as ‘su_bmitted by
’i )%_M ___for the building or subdivision of
i . ) : has been
. reviewed by me and is approved > c L
; ’ ... - - disapproved %JZ Lo .
If disapproved, please list reason_md/ W
i el . Lt LE /A/ 27227 /“AA_/ LY (TuAlcs 2
/,_, A LX e LAt 2L Z22) .
(
HIG%MUI%
WATER SUPERINTENDENT

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT

| | | ?‘%Agﬂ/&?

D




AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF ORANGE SS: Ooakwood Commercial Center
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR - Rt. 94

New Windsor, NY

—_Donald A. Benvie BEING DULY SWORN,

deposes and says, I am a resident of_Cornwall, N.Y.

and that on the 15th day of

December 198-8 I mailed the  annexed Notice of Public
Hearing to each of the parties hereinafter named by depositing in

a United States Post Office or official depository at .

_Highland Mills, N.Y." - a true copy-of said notice, each
properly enclosed in a securely sealed, post-paid wrapper, marked

“CERTIFIED.MAIL;'RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTEDY, directed respectively. .

to each.of the followxng partles at the address set opposite -
their names: :

NAME - S ; ; ADDRESS

Oaknood_Ie:r*_Hnus;ng_2nl_Lake_DI‘_Ne!hnrah‘_ﬂl_lZEEQ________
?ji:

JS. Panl & Jill Capicchioni P.0.Box4290 New Windsor NY
Ernest 5 Marga::et 323 Quassa:lck Ave. New ﬂ1ndqor Ny

7. w
8. \
9.’

\
10. \
11. l

12.

13.

14.

NY
b4

indsorN)

15. A p A ﬂ— A\
Sworn before me this - Signed / - /

h_ day of January _ 11989 _




LEGAL NOTICE

' NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the PLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF NEW
'WINDSOR, County of Orange, State of New York will hold a PUBLIC

.HBAﬁluclat Town Hall, 55§VOQion:Avenue, ﬁéw windsor, New York on

EQSHHEQWiiEEKNT'"'xfiigggiﬁaifigéagzu. oh-ﬁhe aébfcval of thev
proposed site plan B DS

(Site ?1aﬁ)* OF Oakwood Commercial Center

located at the corners of Rt. 94 and Oakwood Terrace, New Windsor, NY

Map of the (ExtdbxxxXXEXXH0ME)(Site Plan)* is on file and may
be inspected at the Town Clerk's Office, Town Hall, 555 Union

avenue, New Windsor, N.Y..prior to the Public Hearing.

Dated:  December 9, 1988 By Order Of

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD-
Henry F. Scheible

Chairman

ATTN: Myra




: : . . STATEMENT,
r*bd1"]ThJFTL o TREST e
Box 406 B
Mew York 1258%4ﬁ40&
S62-12718 . -

erﬂFT~,
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o Vaxiq Gate,
(714

G. BGY 447
600 RDUTE ‘
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INTER-OFF ICE CORRESPONDENCE -

TO: " Town Planning Board
FROM: Town‘Fire'Inspecfor
DATE: ~ 28 December 1988

SUBJECT: Route 94 Commercial Center
'PLQNNING BOARD RéFERENCE NUMBER: 88 - 34

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: 88 - 109

A review of the above referenced subjeét'site plan/ sub-
division was conducted on 28 December 19 88.
This site plan was previously épprovéd under the Fire

Prevention Réference number (s) of FP-88-23.

This site plan is found acceptable.

Robert F. Rodg%igzdiézx;”f"—
- Fire Inspe T »




HFFP-3Y

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR,
D.O.T., O.C. H-, 0.C.P., D.P.W., WD 'SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW

FORM:

The maps and plans for the Site Approval

Subdivision

as submitted by

(*71y\QQQ D Ceavie

~ for the building or subd1v3.510n of

le r)&:mc gh\/ has been

fl\‘ qy CUO\WQLCAQ_S( A\\V
"reviewed by me and is approved L—"
If -

UQO%YCJ 5 duo\\\o\\“\e."\cu\

U\JO}\—Q/ (ﬂg 4 C?‘\Co\fsr)_u.ﬂ-

i\‘ o OY<Taw 7 ’\\Xo\(‘&\* \Q

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT

Seie BN

WATER SUPERINTENDENT

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT

DATE

/f’woa-w(%“/



- INTE] O' l 1CE CORRESPONDE N(“ .
TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE : A ﬂer})ga 713

éUBJECT: ’2415 j‘/ [Jmn[»tc—ldc ﬂ,d”EC

Planning Board Reference Number: . S -3¢

Fire Prevention Reference Number: f£ - 93

A rev1ew of the above referenced sub)ect site plan/subd1v151on was

conducted on JZ¢ &70554 19 FF

This s:n.te plan/subd1v1s1on is found acceptable.

.t mE
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“ ""’“STATE OF NEW JORK — DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

MRS -4

HIGHWAY wonK PERMI

'1 oy STONS - GHORN TN RED. ALLDI NS :
““SEEDED AND MULCHED. NO TREES WITHIN THE STATE mufovm 6" DBH ARE 107 wmvm NITHOUT PR
xompgginssmn FRON mré OFﬁECE STRENALL 5 10 REMAIN AS PART OF PERAIT AND ae RESTORED/REPAIRED AS,ETERMINED BY

Munlmpalnty —
NEW NINDSUR

p
equired; and pursuant to the conditions and regulations whether, general or spec:al ‘and methods
, if any; all of which are set forth in the application and form of this permn S




IMPORTANT v

¢ hlS permut wnth "application and drawing (or copies thereof) attach,d § ‘be
: 'in the hands of the contractor before any work begins. AR

" DONALD F FULLAM 112 DICKSON STREET .

1914)562-4020 NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550

;UPON COMPLETION OF WORK AUTHORIZED, THE FOLLOWING WiLL BE COMPLETED AND SlGNED BY THE PERMITTEE AND
DELIVERED TOTHE RESIDENT ENGINEER

PERMITTEE

f-work” periormed as satlsfactonly completed, the Resrdent Engxr;eer,;wull sign.the following:and
nal Offlce > ﬂ : : At

HgQY{EEBN1IT SECTION \
ili eiun%gf

il Retum of-‘;,Bond furmshed “for this Permit is authorized.
[;]igA it.charged against Blanket Bond for this permit may be cancelle
*etaln Bond for.future permns

G

he.Permilteg wnl cause an approwr;ari copy of the application to be and remai .attached he e .
tha.{penmt;‘ls"sausfac:only ‘completed, in accordance with the terms of. the ' g to unlll all iy under_b.

dnsturbed‘areas Tesulting’ from work performed pursuant to this perm
De ent ransportatlo

Upon,com letion-of the work wrthm the state highway right-of-wa '?'%;*‘ 0

: . -way, authorized by the  work: ermit,” t :
rporauon‘gmumc:pahty *:or< state” department agency, and his -or:its= suc)::essors ! malnterest e&(;rlsl:o?).efrgr
amtenance and repanr of such work as set fonh within the terms and condltrons of the. work perrmt




 PREVIOUS
‘ DOCUMENTS
IN POOR
ORIGINAL

CONDITION
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" PERM 42h (1/87) STATE OF NE&YORK DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

¥
Armit Fee

> 7006789

$ 27.50 - L ‘ oo Permit No. 05-88-675Y
ins. Fee $ 2.50 Est. Compl. Date 12/31/87
Total Received $ 30.00 HIGHWAY WORK PERMIT
Check or M.O. No. 1039. : SHNo. 4<
Liability Insurance - R o  DepositRec.for$  0.00
Policy No. N/A ' " Expiing / [/ - - Checkor M.O. No.
_ Disability Beneﬁt Coverage o : Dated / /
Pohcy No. N/A R SN '
Permittee: K & K MANAGEMENT Co. S . Charge to Bond No. (% 0.00)
P.0. BOX 267 o . ‘or Undertaking on File
MONROE, NY 10950 - Workmen’s Compensation
, o Policy No. /A
att: » .
Billing Address for Return of Bond/Deposit ) Return of Deposit Made Payable to:
(Complete if different from above) (Complete if different from Permittee)

Under the provisions of the Highway Law or Vehicle & Traffic Law, permission is hereby granted to the permittee to:
_ WATER AND SEMER HOOK-UP LESS THAN 5'0® DEEP.

THE PERMITTEE IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE MAINTENANCE AND PROTECTION OF TRAFFIC. IN ADDITION, ANYBODY WORKING IN
THE RIGHT OF WAY IS REQUIRED TO WEAR A HARD HAT AND A REFELCTIVE SAFETY VEST.

County —  GRANGE Municipality — NEW WINDSCR Route # — 94

as set forth and represented in the attached application at the particular location or area, or over the routes as

stated therein, if required; and pursuant to the conditions and regulations whether, general or special, and methods
of performing work if any; all of which are set forth in the application and form of this permit.

Dated at POUGHKEEPSIE, N.Y. Commissioner of Transportation

Date Signed 06/15/88 % A %'
: By ‘Mi J. HM/




IMPORTANT

This permit, with application and drawing (or copies thereof) attached shall be placed
in the hands of the contractor before any work begins.

NOTICE: Before work is started and upon its completion, the permittee absolutely must notify the Resident Engineer,
DONALD F FULLAM 112 DICKSON STREET
{714)562-4020 NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550

UPON COMPLETION OF WORK AUTHORIZED, THE FOLLOWING WILL BE COMPLETED AND SIGNED BY THE PERMITTEE AND
DELIVERED TO THE RESIDENT ENGINEER.

Work authorized by this Permit was completed on (Date)

- Refund of deposit or return of bond or reduction of amount charged against bond or deposit on file for this permit
whichever is appropriate, is requested:

Date

PERMITTEE " AUTHORIZED AGENT (iF ANY)

Upocn acceptance of work performed as satisfactorily completed, the Resident Engineer will sign the following and
forward to the Regional Office.

Work authorized by this Permit has been satisfactorily completed and is accepted.
Date

_ RESIDENT ENGINEER
The Regional Office will forward this form to the Main Office with the appropriate box checked.

-vTO HIGHWAY PERMIT SECTION St T "341_:_.;: T

[ ) Refund of Depesnt on this’ Permn is authonzed
[ ] Return of Bond furnished for this Permit is authorized.

{ 1 Amount charged against Blanket Bond for this permit may be cancelled.
[ ] Retain Bond for future permits.

Date

REGIONAL TRAFFIC ENGINEER

The issuing authority reserves the right to suspend or revoke this permit, at its discretion without a heanng or the
necessity of showing cause, either before or during the operations authorized.

The Permittee will cause an approved copy of the apphcanon to be and remain attached hereto untii all work under

the permit is satisfactorily completed, in accordance with the terms of the attached application. All damaged or
disturbed areas resulting from work performed pursuant to this permit will be repaired to the satisfaction of the
Department of Transportation.

Upon completion of the work within the state highway ngMo#waK‘saumonzed by the work permit, the person, firm,
corporation, municipality, or state department ¢ or its successors in interest, shall be for
maintenance and repair of such work as set forth n the terms and conditions of the work permit.



S RESPONSIBLE FOR THE MAINTENANCE AND PROTECTION OF TRAFFIC.

ITTEE.|
OF WAY IS REQUIRED TO WEAR A HARD HAT AND A REFELCTIVE SAFETY VEST:
Municipality —

NEW HINDSUR

rand:represented in the attached application at the particular locauon or .area, :
y n-if required; and pursuant to the conditions and regulations whether, general or specnal and’'methods
U perfom\mg work if any; all of which are set forth in the application and form of thls permut




IMPORTANT

‘wnh application and drawing (or copies thereof) attached shall be placed
in the hands of the contractor before any work begins.

PERMITTEE

ﬁiance'of work performed as satnsfactorny completed, the Resndent Engl
Reglonal Office. - .

o] -reserves the right to suspend or revoke this permit,
necessity:of showing cause, either before or. durmg the operallons authonzed

cause an ap roved copy of the apphcatron to be and remain’ -attach
the:permit is- satisfactorily: completed, in - accordance -with the terms of the. -attached ;&
disturbed : areas resulting . from work performed pursuant to this permn will -be
Department of Transponatlon

Upon_completion of the work within the state hoghway nght—of-way, authonzed b&-the?work%
corporation,’” municipality, - or ‘state department - agency, : and : his : or its > successorsZin
aintenance d‘repasr of such work as set forth within the terms and condruons

eot

L8 # g5 3/



's< ' fﬂth nghway Law or Vehicle & Traffic Law, pertmssmn

3*, R

MMERCIAL - PARKING LOT ACCESS AS PER PLANS RITH REVISIONS SHOWN 71

[0 AREHO"BE»’STOPSOILED "SEEDED AND MULCHED. NO TREES WITHIN THE STATE ROH OVER®6"" - Y
M&P%ISSIDN FROA- THI!'; GFFICE STONEWALL IS TO REMAIN AS PART OF PERHIT AND:BE. RESTMEDIREPAIRED
HE TRENT o (&

Mumcspamy —
NEW NINDSUR

pre. ted in the attached application at the particular location Qr area ‘or .ove

e
quired; and pursuant to the conditions and regulations whether,: ‘general or’ spemal.‘ ‘and: methods R
if any; all of which are set forth in the application and form of thts pemut R i -




IMPORTANT

‘Thls,. ermut”wnh -application and drawing (or copies thereof) attached‘ :hal
ln the hands of the contractor before any work begins. A

" DONALD F FULLAM 112 DICKSON STREET a
"(914)562-4020 NEWBURGH, ‘NEW YORK 12550

g gainst Blanket Bond for this permit may be cancelled
n.Bond_for future permns

wrf‘

REG!ONAL TRAFFIC ENGINEER T

ght'to*suspend or revoke his”peér
efore or’during the operations authOrlz

rmittee , will cause an approved copy of the application to be and re: aln'attached her- '
nnltilsésausfactorlly= completed, in accordance with the terms hHeZal
eas:resulting: mwork perforrned pursuant to thls perm:

e ‘work within the state highway right-of- -way, authorazed 'he ‘work:permit.
lity;4 or-- state ~ department agency, and his or I(S""SUCCBSSOfSX”lﬂpe
uch work as set forth within the terms and conditions, of.th
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Towh Planning Board

FROM: Town Fire Inspector

DATE: : /?ﬂ" , o

SUBJECT: &Z& ém '5: 7
Planning Board Reference Number: VA

4

Fire Prevention Reference Number:'7257‘~52

‘A review of the above referenced subject site plan/subdivision was

conducted on / 4£Zia;#£ - 19 £F .

This site plan/subégiision is found acceptable.

2

Robert F. ers; CCA
Fire Inspector
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

535 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD

CHECKLIST FOR COMPLETE SUBMITTALS
AND ROQUTING CHECKLIST

PROJECT NAME : '_Q«_/QM Wd ('Mk

PROJECT NUMBER: ) -

/ V//
Completed Application Porm .
Notarized Endorsement on Application v
Application Fee v

Proxy Statement

Environmental Assessment Form 4 -
Completed Checklist [
Fourteen (14) Sets of Submittal Plans v

ROUTING PROCEDURE

Copies of the submitted plan should be sent to the following
Departments.

Sewer Department ' _ Building Inspector _

Planning Board Engineer _ Water Department  _ .
Orange County Planning® L Highway Department -
Bureau of Fire Prevention NYSDOT* T

In addition copies of the following should be sent to the
Plann ing Board Engineer:

~ " application EAF

“" ‘submittal Checklist Dept. Review

* 0/C Planning and DOT as required.

— N R— —
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Plannxng Board ‘ (This is a two-sided form)
Town of New Windsor ( : - -

555

Union Avenue

New Winéspr,jNY~12550

11.

_Person Preparing Plan Igg;gn;g EnglneerlngPhone 914)928 6531

pate Received

_Meeting Date .. . -
Public Hearing
Action Date
Fees Paid

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, LOT-LINE CHANGE
OR SUBDIVISION PLAN APPROVAL
R |
Name of Project Oakwood Commercial Center

Name of Applicant Leon Klein K&K ManagmentPhone914)783-7417

Address 1 Freeland Street Monroe , NY 10950
(Street Wo. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip)

owner of Record Cappichioni Inc. Phone 565-6690

Address 316 Blooming Grove Trnpk. Bt . 94 New Windsor NY 12550
(Street No. - & ‘Name) (Post Office) (State) (zip)

AddresS_ﬁnn_Rnuxe_zz_;_zn_anx_gﬂz_ﬂ;gh1and Mills , NY 10930 _ - -
(Street No. & Name) (Post 0ffxce) (State) (zip) ' ‘

Attorney T - - Phone
address - : P e
| fStreet No. & Name) (Post Off e) (State) ﬁ%ogﬁlng Grove .
Locatlon;A On the North S sxde of Route 94( UASSICK Ave. Ernpk
T ) _(Street) - R
~10 e e £eet East R v B
’ (Dzrection)
ofthe corner Oakwood Tarrace & rt. 94- .
) : : ~ (Street)
Acreage of Parcel .798 B 8. Zoning District NC
Tax Map Designation: Section 44 Block_ 1 Lot 39 -
This aéplicaéion'is for site plan approval

Has tbe ZOnzng Board of - Appeals gtanted any variance or a
Specxal permit concerning this property? No ;




%7 ~If so, list Case No. and Name

ﬁ 12. List all contiguous holdxngs in the same ownershxp

‘1 Sect;on : . Block o Lot (s)

B Attached hereto is an aff;davxt of ownershxp Lndxcating the dates
d the resgectxve ho;glugs of land were acquired, together with the
; “liber and page of each conveyance into the: present owner as

‘recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract
owner of the property and the date the contract of sale was
executed .

N THb EVENT oF - CORPORATE OWNERSHIP. ‘A list of all .
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation own;ng
more than five percent - (5%) of any class of stock must be
attached. :

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT -
(Completion required ONLY if applicable)-

MR [t o e s s o v
i s S e e "

At

.. COUNTY OF ORANGE

.‘:D P-_‘..

SS.:

~

3
!

STATE OF NEW YORK

belng duly sworn, deposes and says - fl?’_;

1~f that he resides at - : CooT
" in the County of - and State of - - -3
- and that he is - (the owner in fee) of e

(0ff1c1al Tltle)

of the Corooratlon whlch IS the Owner-  in fee of the premises
described in the foregoxng application and: that:he-has authorized
.to make  the foregoing
application for Spec1a1 Use Approval as descrxbed herein.™

I HEREBY,DEPesé'ANDTSAYSTHAT'ALL‘TéE=ABov&fsTATEMuNTs AND
'INFORMATTON, . AND ‘ALL STATEMENTS AND:INFORMATION:CONTAINED IN THE
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND' DRAWINGS; ATTACHED. HERETO ARE /TRUE. |

Sworn before ‘me this

L _ A , £
_4L§£C__“daY of /qulQL 198% - s
d . , Applzcant' _Signature) . ...:

m Fene Ve AL AR (R

Notary Public - : (Title) D

NU”"H.UG&U&“ .. -

No. 489157¢
Qualified in Oran~ "o

| Comisssion Exphe: av 77 R

S
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Replaces 1316 1 SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

Appendix B Part 617

Project Title: _ Oakwood Commercial Center

Location: 316 Blooming Grove Turnpike, New Windsor, N.Y.

. 1 D Number:

INSTRUCTIONS: .
{a) In order to answer the questions in this short EAF it is assumed that the preparer will use currently available
information concerning the project and the likely impacts of the action. It is not expected that additional
studies, research or other investigations will be undertaken.

(b)) If any question has been answered Yes, the project may have a significant effect and the full Environmental

Assessment Form is necessary. Maybe or Unknown answers should be considered as Yes answers.

{ ¢) If all questions have been answered No it is likely that this project will not have a significant effect.

{ d ) If additional space is needed to answer the questions, pl-ase use the back of the sheet or provide at-
tachments as required.

-

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
. YES NO
1. WIll project result in a largs physical change to the project site or physically alter more than 10
acres ot land? 0 d
2. Wil there be a major change 10 any unique or unusual land form tound on the site? ad
3. Wil project alter or have a large effect on an existing body of water? a ®
4. Wil project have an adverse impact on groundwater quality? D
5. Will project significantly effect drainage flow on adjacent sites? D EQ
6. Wil project affect any threatened or endangered plant or animai species? ad ®
7. Wil project result in a major adverse effect on air quality? a Eg
8. Wil project have a major effect on the visual character of the community or scenic views or vistas
known to be important to the community? U
9. Will project adversely impact any site or structure of historic, prehistoric, or paleontological Im- Lo
portance of any site dgsignated as a Critical Environmenta! Area by a local agency? g b,
10. Will project have a major adverse etfect on existing or tuture recreational opportunities? O
11, Will project result in major traffic problems or cause a major effect to existing transportation
systerns? : : - U m
12. Is project non-farm related and located within a certitied agricultural district? 0O X
13. Wil project regularly causs objectionabie odors, noiss, glare, vibration, or electrical disturbance - ,
as a result of the project’s operation? . O - &
14. Wil project have any adverse Impact on public heaith or satety? a
15.  Will project affect the existing community by directly causing a growth in permanent population
of more than 5 percent over a one-year period or have a major negative effect on the charactsr of _
the community of naighborhood? a
18. s there public controversy concerning any potential impact of the project? g x
FOR AGENCY USE ONLY
Preparer’s Signature:_ Date:
Preparer’s Title:
t_\gency:




STRY N T S E R

e e

PROXY STATEMENT
. for submittal to the

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

44—-f--—~~~éfET5599}Pf ----------- , deposes and says that he
resides at 1 Freeland Street Monroe NY 10950

(Owner's Address)

in the County of Orange

and State of New York

and that he is the owner in fee of 316 Blooming Grove Trnpk.,

Rt. 94, New Windsor, NY 12550

which is the premises described in the foregoing application and

that he has authorized Tectonic Engineering PC

to make the foregoing application as described therein,

(Owner 's Signatur

v&?b/4/9 ng;\_,/—~\,/

(Witness' Signature)




TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

ITEM

1.4 site Plan Title

2. y/’Appllcant‘s Name (S)

3. ~ Applicant's address(es)

4. g{ﬁpte Plan Preparer's Name

5. ,/ﬁite Plan Preparer's Address

6. — Drawing and Revision Dates

7.- _a"x2n
Stamp.

8. .~AREA MAP INSET

9. _~Site Designation

Box for Approval

10,  Properties Within 500 Feet
" of Site

ll.lezﬂfaperty Owners (Item #10)

12. PLOT PLAN

13. —~Scale (1" = 50' or lesser)

14..//ﬁétes and Bounds
15. _-Zoning Designation
16 _ANorth Arrow

_:iﬁguttlng Property Owners
18. _~Fxisting Building Locations
19. ,/E/lstlng Paved Areas
20, .-Bxisting Vegetation

2l._ —Existing Access & Egress

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS
22._< Landscaping
23. xterior Lighting

24 .__—SEreening

25. _ACcess & Egress
26._::E§§§1ng Areas

27 dading Areas
28. __Paving Details
(Items 25-27)

29. ::6:rbing Locations

30._=Curbing Through

Section
31._€;§§§éh Basin Locations

32._~TCatch Basin Through

tion

33._ Storm Drainage

34. use Storage

35. _/ﬁ/per Outdoor Storage
a Lighting

36.
37. ﬁ::giﬁxtary Disposal Sys.

38._~“Water Supply/Fire
drants
39. __/ﬁpllding Locations

40. 11ding Setbacks
41. —~ “Front Building
l vations
42, ivisions of Occupancy

43." ~/Sign Details

44.‘,,BULK TABLE INSET

45, JQTaperty Area (Nearest

0 sq. ft.)

46 . -~"Building Coverage (sq.
ft.)

47.;~’Eﬁlld1ng Coverage (%
of Total Area)

48, ::PEQement Coverage (Sqg.
Ft.)

49. ——Pavement Coverage (%
of Total Area)

50. _—~Open Space (Sq. Ft.)

1. _Open Space (% of Total
Area)

52. o. of Parking Spaces

Propo .
53.-’ﬁ§?dof Parklng

Required.

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience

of the Applicant.

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board may

require additional notes or revisions prior to granting approval.

PREPARER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:

The Site Plan has been prepared in
and the Town of New Windsor Ordinan

knowledge.
By:

Rev. 3-87

znelbp qézu4

Date:

ccordance with this checklist

s, to the, best o

VQ;JEF2? 672523775j?

Licensed Professional

S—|7- P
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I 10 8 8 S 4 3

N REQUIRED PARKING AREA i
Town of New Windsor Requirements:
Retajl - 1 Space/150 S.F.
CALCULATION
Retail -
Aot » 0.8 % 150 L. w 42 ££:.=5,040 8.F, i R - ‘ ) : \
¥ - Ca AR 1 VR y inds
! by oy do R Nw'd i < :.J_]ﬂ-‘rnm
Spaces required = 8,040 5.F. x 1 Space/150 8.F.=33.6 Spaces. ‘ 3 < N T e G Y % APl
; ! : 5 o -’ ‘ t _‘ ‘ .- «’ / o f 5 45 :." X 7~ .
Total number of spaces required — 34 o\ Rl 5/ ] ] e ‘ s 2 S
\ b ! ViBDIAR N T,
\ : ) 33‘{’%\:}(1
\ V2@
N
\ Bt -
¢ \ o
3 \ 2 25
N/F OAKLIOCOD TERRACE HOUSING CORP 55 e
2258 P98 : e L
\' " 5 PAVED HEMLOCK TREES (TYP) A - —
\ WALKWAY ) 7
\ J
\ : ; ' i&
EXTEND SIDEWALK Al , e 2 B BT C s —\ <A DUMPSTER PAD- PROVIDE ic
TO ENTRANCE | . s | ENCLOSURE W/COVER
W/ OAKWOOD TERR. -8 R RL M/,,,.T..a\ S
HOUSING COMPLEX ¥ | Al < 71, (o Neisre / A T
1\ \' o H Mﬁt‘ -;’ Z\IFU‘” OAK TII:EF 6 - L
! zm‘bs S ST © e emAm N = A ,
| gﬂé‘f A s - - - 2 NIF CARPICCHIOM |
5 ' : % _ i :
8 Cone CurB l‘ _‘:\;' € . ' ‘i S 3 L 224] e e
(TP i e, i 3 5 e : ———& SCALE: 1" = 2000’
R2=10 ” § o -~ ¢ &I '?)5 D
CRYE RIM:13S.1S 44 = SCRE[LES (~yp) r ok : BULK REQUIREMENTS
/ | INV:134.15 /___2——:/ 202’0,7 baD : R ! : BICAS
: . " S, ot MINIMUM REQUIRED PROVIDED
HANDICAP RAMP -/ ~—TRENCH DRAIN = : .
(TYP) \ ¢ ‘ = ! > LOT AREA 10,0008 SQ.FT. 34,761 SQ.FT.
[ =2 135.5 7777, ; % LOT WIDTH 100 FT. 264.47 FT,
, ' M —ipvi3s00 ‘ 77X 77 : e FRONT YARD 49 FT. 56 ET.
N -\ ' | SIDE YARDS 15 FT. 50/62 FT.
- \*) 135 9 e Y BOTH SIDE YARDS 35K, 112 BT,
3 & REAR YARD 15 FT. 40 FT.
i J 3
% \ e, PARKING 34 SPACES & SPACES
H % © \ \ A PRIV 1A S C?
/ : a e i MAXIMUM ALLOWED PROVIDED
| | SHEREL ), el 1253
| == = \ / \ e s
%\ . !‘ Wf& oy 204 /L A§ s 0iC 13 fhloe 2 e BUILDING HEIGHT 35 FT. ‘ 18 FT.
N 0\ B Q 2 kTR raioms Iy \ Ve Sl o —HEMLOCK T REES USES .- RETAIL & OFFICE SPACE
SN = i SRR 0
<y Nl | re28- i/ o
X N) ° =
3 ™ X - c
- M y SR
4' WIDE PAVED : ! h %
SIDEWALK g ¥ P4 : :
_ = ) / HFL1 € APPEL CR-2
: . ~ ’Q p oy Arme ,E - 132 50
1 : - \ : : (LT s 130718
Yo ~* o ‘ OV ¢ - ) -
: :—}f ¢ & : : £~ ) |2 CMR LT SeloR 2 N_.O_T.g'..s..
, QK LTYR FRLO'SY - e
13% ~ 1 e X Boundary survey performed by Patrick
Y - T. Kennedy; Reference Plan dated
. L5 October 15, 1986.
- . . ] ." (s | | e - = B Al - =~ (130 2. Topographic survey performed by
EXISTING UTILITY - oo 5 7/ — 1 . %/ o . — : R - 2.0 (guuni= Y i, Affiliates and Deborah Lee King.
POLE TO BE \ e ; X , SV : Lt N
RELOCATED \\ 2 :‘. / Ly MANHOLE ETVR) - X s 3. Record Owner: Capicchioni Inc.
4 , = A= K=13,56 " \ e
: - o o =3 17 == * o : e - EDGE/OF SrovwpeR \ e — 4. Developer: K&K Management C
I e —— e 3 P - = AN : “s i / » INY, 1425 g e ———
RIF- RAP — e s gl 2 yE, o2 | : (a2 25 / 87 coNC., CURB (TYP) 55 N\ wiire 2E LINE —— : 4
."»:/Av/NﬁuE' ' 2 ’ St e 7 i ; ere—— : BRaRESC e NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD APPROVAL . S Deed Reference: L.2634 P.63. B
LEGEND MIALE ok rRENCH D}b}_ﬁ_,._—«——-""” ; : EXISTiNG STOME MAasoraRY WALL | —— p— AR O S S S
g i ‘ V0 BE REPAIFED RAIL IMAIAITEIAE O - 2 : e b
B S | B e . e 6. Potal parcel Area: 0.798 Acxe.
: TOURS , : ’{.. cues Gvey E 74, e ——————— ﬂ/"/ |
- RN 9 L& T, ; _CX(STING SHit K733 00 e TE ,QOUT_ e s - \ % Total Building Area: 6,300 38g.Ft.
PROPOSED CONT , N o is7InG B ¢ PPV, e Y \S / ’4 - e ___/,,,..-- \ g e || including 1,260 8gq. Ft. of storage
o oun e ‘__;_____,, i \,[ N N ——— e PROVIDE k/}’cffwaC;'*/{/’\_/r_,_,.«/ 1z yielding net usable area of 5,040 Sq.
- , : ~ i v £t
PROPOSED SANITARY SEWER : 1 L —— R =
EXISTING 8 ¢ NITARY SEULER " — - CHAG 13643
’ ; aap— wF s 8. Swales in right of way to be
PROPOSED DOMESTIC WATER LINE B maintained by owner.
KD PROPOSED ROOF DRAIN
< e > PROPOSED DRAINAGE SWALE & R e T Ak I l
4d PROPOSEL CATCH BASIN - .
EXISTING SANITARY MANHOLE 0 €o o 2o o
FROPOSED HANDICAPPED PARKING AKWOOD COMMERCIAL CENTER A
EXISTING TREE TO REMAIN SCALE;: 1" = 20°
3 PROPOSED PLANTING
|
’ s  PROPOSED SITE LIGHTING — .
' TECTONIC
*  EXISTING UTILITY POLE ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS P.C.
3 _ 3 2 2 447 B
A PROPOSED FLARED END SECTION s— — - > P.0O. Box 447, 600 Route 32
Ne Revieion lnou Dwn [Chae '2'—-%“,& - Drowing Centrel P . rE_l ™ Highland Mills, N.Y. 10930 (914) 928-6531
EXISTING CURBING - : T - , — B
! REVISED PER NYSDOT COMMENTS 4/ |w | Purpose By *% Dete g’“ Dete sl LR
CONCRETE CURBING s N S 7 ——" SITE P
REVISED PER PLANING BOARD COMMENTS L7 AW isteoransiss \l I : ‘ LAN
5 PROPOSED SPOYT ELEVATION P T e e - —{For ROUTE 94 COMMERCIAL CENTER
3 REVISED PER PLANING BOARD COMMENTS < ] By Comsen ¢ N“ muosm N!w VMK »
' e ——— e —~ % {1Fer ’
EXISTING SPOY ELEVATION 4 REVISED PER PLANNING BOARDO COMMENTS /‘-7;, D Bie .
--1 - s ~<F—- R A -4 - 1 F —
- S - REVISED DRAINAGE PER Dpw COMMENTS r‘/{y LE f C:n'nrunu IAppioved o Conslivclon Yok Qrder Oraming Ne Rev
3 N REVISED PER PLANNING BOARD COMMENTS Yo/ mib¥ e 430.01 C~101 6




A 10 8 L 7 8 S 4 3 2 |

FACE OF CURB

OR RAISED
SIDEWALK Vet R
5 PAVEMENT
-_—_-——,-(— —— ——————————
' ; p G e BRI S B ~ 1" ASPHALTIC CONC. WEARING COURSE  (ITEM 403.17)
y' C 2R : :
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